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The New Action Program 

The "1965 Action Program of the Council for a Li vable World" is now ready and is enclosed with 

this Bulletin to all Supporters . In addition, it is being distributed to as many other p e rsons 

as possible who have asked to receive information about the Council. The new Action Program 

outlines both general and specific goals for 1965, as well as the ways in which the Council 

hopes to press for these goals . 

A Tribute from President Johnson 

The Council was pleased indeed to receive the f ollowing letter from President Johnson: 

On the MLF 

Dear Jim : 

THE WHITE HOUSE 
Washington 

June 25 , 1964 

I hope that Dr . Leo Sz i lard's death will 
not in any way slow down the good work 
which you are doing. We in the govern
ment benefit greatly from a responsible 
and informed publ i c opinion which is 
concerned with world peace. I wish 
you success in your efforts toward this 
vital goal. 

Sin cerely, 
(sign ed) Lyndon B. Johnson 

Mr . James Patton 
Council for a Livable World 
1346 Connecticut Av enue , N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 

The Council continues to be concerned about t h e proposed multilateral nuclear force--the MLF-- and 

is urging that there be a very careful study of the p roblems i nv olved before any final decision 

on forming the MLF is made . The Council study paper on the MLF has been widely circulated in 

Washington since its initial distribution this spring. It was quoted briefly in a featured 
article on the MLF in the Washington Post {July 19) and put into the Congressional Record i n full 

by Senator Clark . 

During the past month , some mention of the n e e d t o thoroughly consider the MLF has been made in 

Congress . On August 3, Senator Church stated that " • •• the creation of the proposed Multilateral 

Nuclear Force (MLF) is a major foreign pol icy s tep, one which could have lasting effect on our 

relations with our Western European allies , t h e Sov iet bloc, and our conduct of ·arms control 
negotiations . If an MLF treaty is to be presented to this body in the near future, there is 

great need to have an adequate discussion o f the merits o f the p roposal before the time o f 

• 



requested ratification. Up to now, there has been little discussion about the MLF, either in 
Congress or in the press . Recently, Murrey Marder, the distinguished diplomatic correspondent 
of the Washington Post, wrote a worthwhile feature on the MLF which explored some of the problems 
connected with this proposal. I ask unanimous consent to have this article printed in the 
Record. fi'he entire Post article of July 19 is included;? 

The following day, August 4 , Senator Clark spoke: " ••• yesterday, my colleague and seatmate, 
the senior Senator for Idaho (Mr. Church), made what I thought was a very valuable suggestion. 
He said that there is a great deal of pressure in certain areas of the State Department, and in 
other parts of the administration, for the adoption of a multilateral nuclear force which would 
provide for the creation of naval vessels carrying Polaris missiles to be manned by mixed crews 
of our NATO al lies, which would carry nuclear warheads , but on which , however , the United States 
would retain its veto with respect to their firing . I believe that the Senator from Idaho 
was wise in urging that the question of the multilateral force be explored fully and in the 
open, not only by Aembers of Congress , but also by the public generally . In order to follow 
the wise suggestion of Senator Church, I ask unanimous consent that an address delivered on 
April 22, 1964, by Hon . Gerard c. Smith , special adviser to the Secretary of State before 
the U.S. Naval Academy Foreign Affairs Conference at Annapolis, Md ., entitled "Problems of 
Foreign Policy in Connection with the Nuclear Defense of NATO" be printed at this point in 
the Record. /The entire address by Mr . Smith follows;/ This address is what might be 
called the standard case in support of MLE . Ambassador Smith makes his points cogently and 
well . However , there is another side of the case . It has been discussed by the well-known 
and able Washington lawyer, John Silard, in a study for the Council for a Livable World . His 
article is entitled "Should the United States Continue To Promote the Multilateral Nuclear 
Force?" This paper forms the arguments in opposition to MLF . I think they deserve serious 
consideration . I ask unanimous consent that the paper entitled "Should the United States 
Continue To Promote the Multilateral Nuclear Force? , written by John Silard, be printed at 
this point in the Record . " }The entire article by John Silard follows_:l 

In the House, Congressman Halpern also spoke on the MLF (August 4): " ••• on June 17 in this 
body I raised the issue of the proposed multilateral nuclear force, attempting to focus upon 
the various elements involved and questioning the validity of the concept . Since then I have 
been pleased to note that media of communication have begun to debate the subject and devote 
more attention to it. In this week ' s New Republic , Mr. Alastair Buchan writes a profound 
piece on Nato and the MLF. • •• On June 17, I warned that , unless appropriate diplomatic 
representations were undertaken , the multilateral force, a substantially new project , could 
sabotage or undermine this country's endeavor to reach meaningful accords on disarmament and 
arms control •••• Now , I am not one to say that Soviet feelings should influence our decisioning 
conclusively . • •• What I do contend is this: Since the MLF is not really a military necessity , 
essential to the security of the free world, I would want full assurance that this project, a 
new and unique venture, does not doom disarmament prospects , undermine Eastern Europe's dis 
engagement from Moscow, renew a Moscow- Peiping front , and conflict with other long- range 
objectives of American policy •••• Most especially , I hope that we can now launch into a 
constructive and responsible public review of this venture. This is necessary . I fervently 
urge appropriate officials of our Goverrunent to bring this subject to the forefront of public 
discussion . " 

On Vietnam 

The nearly unanimous joint Senate and House resolution supporting the President ' s actions in 
Vietnam was followed by a proposal by Senator McGovern (August 8) for "a conference of the 
involved nations to seek a political settlement in southeast Asia . " The Senator said in the 
course of his remarks: "I think the fourteen nation conference suggested by General de Gaulle 
ought to be seriously considered •••• As the Secretary-General of the U. N., Mr . u. Thant, 
has said , it is difficult for the United Nations to undertake a settlement of the southeast 
Asia problem for the simple reason that neither North Vietnam nor the Chinese mainland is a 
member of the United Nations . I would hope, however, that any agreement which could be worked 
out at a conference of the kind which I have suggested would be enforced by the United Nations o 
••• If that settlement involves, as I believe it does , discussions with the Chinese as well as 
the North Vietnamese, let us not jeopardize the peace of the world by diplomatic rigidity . " 
Later in the same session , Senator Nelson supported Senator McGovern ' s proposal for such a 
conference . 

That the struggle in Vietnam is a political struggle , not merely a military one , was very 
clearly brought out in an earlier Senate discussion on Vietnam (June 23) involving Senators 
Church , Fulbright , Morse , Pell, and Humphrey , among others , that followed a major speech by 
Senator Church on American support for the United Nations . Senator Church suggested, in the 
course of the discussion: " ••• I am concerned lest we eliminate other alternatives to military 
action alone . I think there is a growing danger that we may do this . I suggest that we must 



rema in constantly alert t o t h e a v a i lab i lity of the United Nations . I s ee little that can be 
l ost in probing the possibil ity of an e nlar ged U. N. rol e . " (Th e complete text of t he s p e ech 
and discussion is being distribute d t o Supporters . ) 

Enlarging the Numbers of Supporters Fur ther 

The support of candidates through the Council will b e particularly important in the forth
coming elect ions . The Council is therefore planning to contact as many persons as possible 
during September and October , hoping to enlist their support . An especially valuable source of 
new Supporters in the past year , and one which is not available through any other means , has 
been those persons whose names have been provided to the Council by present Supporters . The 
Council is therefore asking Supporters to again provide names of friends and acquaintances who 
may be assumed to have some special interest in the matters with which the Council is concerned . 
Please try to provide as many names and addresses as possible, and try not to r epeat any name 
previously suggested . (A form for this purpose is being distributed with this Bulletin . ) It 
would be very helpful if, in addition , Supporters were to follow up the information sent from 
the Washington office in person. 

The Scientist-Senator Tape Recordings 

The scientist- senator discussions of foreign policy issues taped by the Council this spring 
are still available for distribution . Participants are Matthew Meselson and Bernard Feld 
(both members of the Board of Directors) and Senators Church , McGee, McGovern , Nelson , and 
Pell . The discussion is divided into two parts : the first centers around the need for a 
flexible foreign policy , some specific arms control measures that deserve curre nt attention, 
and , in some detail , the multilateral nuclear force; the second considers the dilemmas faced 
in Germany and Central Europe , the plan for an inspected freeze on armaments in Central 
Europe, and the problems presented to the u. s . economy in shifting from military to civilian 
production. The discussions are forceful and, although the tapes are now four months old , 
the appraisals are still highly relevant . Supporters who would like to borrow the tapes for 
use with small discussion groups may do so by writing to the Washington office . (The tapes 
are available as two separate 28- minute sessions , or as one one-hour session , each with 
appropriate introductions . ) The Council has provided a number of radio stations with the 
tapes , and would welcome suggestions for additional outlets . 

The Derrogatory Articles 

The attacks on the Council and on recommended candidates by columnist Holmes Alexander have 
greatly abated over the course of the past two months , although some further columns did 
appear . Supporters will be interested to know that , in addition to the congressional dis
cussions of some of these attacks that took place on May 16 and June 8 (reprints of which 
have been previously distributed) a further lengthy discussion took place on July 1 . 
Senators Dominick , Simpson , Allott, Bennett, Miller , and Thurmond praised Alexander and 
supported his views of the Council; Senators McGovern , Church, and Clark responded. 
(McGovern interjected at one point : "I was beginning to think , after listening to the way in 
which campaign contributions were deplored a while ago , that perhaps some Members of the 
Senate had found a way to be elected through the power of prayer . ") With all of the 
supplementary material that was included , the discussion runs some sixteen pages in the 
Congressional Record , and is therefore not being generally distributed; for the informatiOll of 
those who may wish to refer to this discussion themselves it appears in the July 1 Record, 
pages 15195-15210 . As has been previously noted , the derrogatory articles and comments are 
one mark of the Council's growing activities and success . As a footnote, it may be added 
that the great majority of the contributions returned by Senator Burdick to Supporters 
(after an early column · appeared) have since been resubmitted to the Council . 

And an Article i n Science Magazine 

An article on the Council that is very gratifying indeed appears in the August 7 issue of 
Science (News and Reports) : "Scientists in Politics : Council Founded by Szilard Brings Cash and 
Sophistication to Lobbying . " The article describes the formation of the Council , its current 
activities , and, in some detail, the events concerning Senator Burdick ' s return of campaign 
contributions . It concludes : " ••• If a final stamp of respectability were needed by the Council , 
that has been supplied by none other than President Johnson , who wrote in June ••• ' ••• I wish 
you success in your efforts toward this vital goal .' " ••• The Council has never developed on the 
scale that Szilard had hoped . • •• But in a city where lobbys outnumber members of Congress in a 
ratio of more than ten to one , it is no small thing to be noticed at all , and the Council for 
a Livable World h a s done a good deal better than anyone probably had a right to expect . " 
(The entire articl e is b e ing distributed to Supporters .) 



Hore Tributes to Leo Szilard 

Senator Fell CJuly 2 ) : "Mr . President , on Saturday , May 30 , this country and the world lost a 

man dedicated to the conservation of human resources and the preservation of peace . Leo Szilard 

was preeminent among the generation of scientists who discovered and devel oped the power of the 

atom . 
"Early to conceive of the atomic chain reaction , and instrumental in hastening the 

genesis of the Manhattan project, Dr . Szilard served effectively and with dedication in the dual 

capacity of scientist and citizen in support of America ' s World War I I effort . He and Enrico 

Fermi were awarded the first American atomic patent ; and subsequently they collaborated on the 

letter to President Roosevelt , signed by Albert Einstein , urging the birth of the Manhattan 

project . It is evident that Leo Szilard was a theoretician , but not merely an idea man in an 

ivory tower . He was an experimenter , but not solely a technician . Because of his position , 

he felt deeply his and his colleagues • responsibility for , as President Kennedy put it, 

releasing the genii from the bottle . Instead of continuing to use his brilliant mind and 

imagination primarily for the formulation and definition of scientific truths , h e turned to the 

examination of literally thousands of schemes for the propagation of peace . No avenue was too 

narrow or no course too improbable for study ; and all were viewed in the light of reason . Leo 

Szilard was a rational crusader . 
"Dr . Szilard deserves our thanks , for by whatever sensible measure those who are 

strongly committed to a stand endeavor to fulfill their commitment, they aid their fellows in 

forming of that stand an opinion that can be acted upon . Dr . Szilard and others like him have 

assisted all mankind in fashioning our nuclear reprieve . 

"As long as we live in the shadow of the atom , we shall remember Leo Szilard . " 

Senator Clark (June l) : "Mr . President , over the weekend , the scientific community and many 

ordinary American citizens were saddened Ly the death of Dr . Leo Szilard . In 1939 , Dr . Szilard 

played a key role in connection with the development-- indeed, the invention--of the atomic bomb . 

Since that time , moved by a conscience which was as hiqh as that of any citizen in the world , he 

devoted his entire life to people . He was a strong advocate of even complete disarmament 

under world law . He was one of the organizers of the Council for a Livable World , so unjustly 

attacked by a certain lady representing a right-wing group--an attack which the Senator from 

South Dakota (Mr . McGovern) and I had occasion to rebut in the Senate Chamber, a week or so ago . 

"For some time before his death , Dr . Szilard suffered from an incurable form of 

cancer . Despite this increasing disability, he never ceased in his efforts to bring about world 

peace . He traveled extensively to Russia , to the Continent , and carne to many meetings in the 

United States . I should say that shortly before he made his great contribution to the develop

ment of the bomb , he had been received in our country as a refugee from totalitarianism. I am 

sure many Senators will join me in expressing publicly their deep sense of loss and deep sense 

of sympathy for his surviving widow. " 

Senator McGovern (June 1): "Mr . President , the untimely death on Memorial Day of Dr . Leo 

Szilard has deprived America of a great defender in war and peace . Dr . Szilard , who fled 

Hitler's Germany , played a leading role in persuading President Roosevelt of the need to 

develop the atomic bomb, and , along with Dr . Enrico Fermi, produced the first sustained nuclear 

chain reaction . In his later years Dr . Szilard worked tirelessly to create international condi

tions that would assure against the use of the weapon he helped make possible . 

"With his constantly searching mind , Dr . Szilard was a never- ending source of ideas , 

not only in physics, but also in every area of human concern . Some of these ideas went wide 

of the mark , others were right on the target , but always they stimulated , always they challenged 

the minds around him . 
"The Council for a Livable World was one of Dr . Szilard ' s ideas , and it was one that 

is in the interest of a better America . As a professor at the University of Berlin from 1922 

to 1932 , Dr . Szilard saw Hitler come to power in a vacuum created by citizen apathy toward the 

operation of government . He was determined to prevent such apathy and indifference in the 

political life of his adopted country , America . The Council for a Livable World became an 

instrument through which citizens could express their concern for responsible government . 

Members of the council, among them many of this Nation ' s leading scientists and thinkers, 

pledge a percentage of their income to be used in support of candidates deemed to have the best 

interest of the Nation at heart . 
"The mounting costs of political campaigning in this country has made it necessary for 

many candidates of moderate means to accept funds from special interest groups . The Council ' s 

membership has made campaign funds available to candidates including myself , from citizens whose 

only interest is good government . For this important contribution to American political life , 

Dr . Szilard will be long remembered . 
"To speak with him was ever an exhilerating experience , in which the mind was constantly 

challenged to reach new heights . With his ever probing mind , he attempted to find new solutions 

to the age- old problems that trouble mankind , problems made more dangerous today by the innova

tions in science of men such as Dr . Szilard . He understood , better than most of us , the horrors 

of nuclear warfare , and he knew his responsibility as a citizen and as a scientist . \ve are all 

the beneficiaries of his life and his work . " 
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ideology, meaning that all these terms 
have their basis in the centralization of 
power, as opposed to the repository of 
political power in the people. I doubt 
whether Goldwater could be called a far 
ri ghter; a conservative, yes, but in his 
seeking to decentralize rather than cen-

( 

tralize power in his hopes for a constitu
(' I tiona! form of government and the preser
) -z_., / Uc va tion of the constitution, the term " far 

Views on Goldwa r right" is certainly _ misap~lied concerning 
Goldwater. ( 3) Hitler's nse to power was 

EDITOR, MEDICAL TRmUNE: born in a depress ion and fostered by the 
Dr. E. M. MacKay's letter pointing out appeals to a fal se hope. Contrast this to 

the parallel between the "G oldwater the Goldwa ter ideal of facing reality-
swell " and Hitler's rise to power, while "you cannot spend beyond your income," 
probabl y not entirely applicable, is none- "government must have limitations," "all 
theless frightening; at leas t to those who persons are worthy and must be given op-
reali ze that some 30,000,000 lives were portuni ty, yet a ll must live under the Con-
lost by fana tics standing on " principle" stitution ." Hitler's idea was to overthrow 
and that "victory" somehow didn ' t settle the established republic; Goldwater's idea 
the problems. is to preserve the established republic. ( 4) 

But what is even more frightening is Jf one will read The Rise and Fall of the 
the casual manner in which people, aware Third Reich one will see how dissimilar 
of Mr. Goldwater's inconsistencies, his these movements are, and one al so can 
simplistic answers, his contradictions, go realize how vicious it is to link Senator 
on to say, "Oh, the office will change the Goldwater with the idea and the move-
man ," or "Our system has enough checks ment of Hitler. 
and balances to prevent trouble," or "He's In the heat of partisan and political 
reall y a nice guy," or "He really doesn' t battl e, let us all strive to base our logic 
mean that"-and so on. The common de- and conclusions on truth and reality and 
nomin ator is a lac k of awareness th rut not on pass ion and prejudice. 
th ough Mr. Gold water has not thought A. R. BLUMER, M.D. 
through his opinions to recognize their Albert Lea, Minn. 
non sequiturs , he holds them grimly and 
with every compulsion to carry them out. • Surel y doctors, above all , should think 
twice before they recommend the awe- Smoking and Public Health 
some powers of the pres idency to anyone EDITOR, MEDICAL TRmUNE: 

whose di agnosis of the ills that beset us is 
shallow and shodd y and whose treatment, 
therefore, must be nonexistent or irra
tional. 

SAMUEL J. ARNOLD, M.D. 
Morri stown , N.J . 

EDITOR, MEDICAL TRmUNE: 

In response to the letter from Dr. E aton 
M . MacKay, in which he links the Gold
water swell to the rise of Hitler in Ger
many, I feel that I must challenge these 
statements. 

First, as physicians, one should apply 
the logical thinking necessary to come to 
a conclusion . I feel that in this instance 
Dr. MacKay has not done so. 

F or example: (l) Hitler was unprinci
pled in his rise to power-seeking to cen
tralize power and to sweep away all laws. 
G oldwater has consistently opposed the 
centralization of power, in fa ct, seeking 
to decentralize some of the power of our 
G overnment. (2 ) Dr. MacKay uses the 
term "far right." This term has a meaning 
which has wide shades of difference. In 
the class ical sense, it means fascism or 
dictatorship . In that term, it is approxi
matel y the same as soci alist or Communist 

Permit me to take issue with Dr. Philip 
Myers' letter (MEDICAL TRIBUNE, July 20) 
in which he states, "Cigarette smoking is 
a health problem but not trul y a public 
health problem." (Emphasis supplied.) 

Doesn' t Dr. Myers know that there are 
many nonsmoking individuals who have 
a serious allergy to tobacco smoke which 
they obtain secondhand from being ex
posed to tobacco smoke in their environ
ment? Often it takes only one short ex
posure, such as being in the company of 
one smoking only one cigarette, to pro
duce allergic symptoms, often of marked 
degree. Some may even be affected by 
smelling the breath of a smoker who might 
not then be in the act of smoking. 

The number of persons afflicted with 
tobacco smoke allergy is not insignificant. 
... Whenever one man's action •affects the 
health of another adversely, his action 
does become a public health problem and 
of at least a degree of concern of the pub
lic, Dr. Myers' statement notwithstanding. 

You are doing a good work in publi
cizing the evils and harm produced by 
tobacco. Keep up your good work. 

LLoYD RosENVOLD, M .D. 
Montrose, Colo. 
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1964 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD - SENATE 20289 

warships to capture after certain formalities 
merchant vessels employed in the carriage of 
such commerce. No justification exists for 
the extension of those rights to an aircraft, 
which is a new engine of war entirely dJ.Jrer
ent in character from a warship and unable 
to exercise over merchant vessels or private 
aircraft a control similar to that exercised by 
a warship over merchant vessels. Conse
quently there Is no rea.son to confer on a 
military aircraft the right to make captures 
as if it were a warship , and no reason to 
subject commerce to capture when carried 
In an aircraft. In developing international 
law the tendency should be in the direction 
of conferring greater, not less, Immunity on 
private property. 

For these reasons the Netherlands delega
tion has not accepted the rules contained In 
chapter VII and its participation In the •d!s
cusslon of individual rules has been subject 
to the general reserves made with regard to 
the whole chapter. 

The majority of the delegations have not 
felt able to reject the principle that the air
craft should be allowed to exercise the bel
ligerent right of visit and search, followed 
by capture where necessary, for the repres
sion of enemy commerce carried In an a.lr
cra"ft in cases where such action Is permis
sible. This principle is embodied in article 
49 of which the text is as follows: 

Article 49 
Private aircraft are liable to visit and 

search and to capture by bell!gerent military 1 

aircraft. 
Article 50 

Belligerent mil!tary aircraft have the right 
to order public nonmilitary and private air
craft to alight in or proceed for visit and 
search to a suitable locallty reasonably 
accessible. 

Refusal, after warning, to obey such orders 
to allght or to proceed to such a locality for 
examination exposes an aircraft to the risk 
of being fired upon. 

Article 51 
Neutral public nonmilltary aircraft, other 

than those which are to be treated as private 
aircraft, are subject only to visit for the pur
pose of the verification of their papers. 

Article 52 
Enemy private aircraft are llable to cap

ture in an circumstances. 
Article 53 

A neutral private aircraft is llable to cap
ture if It : 

(a) resists the legitimate exercise of belllg
erent rights; 

(b) violates a prohibition of which It has 
had notice Issued by a belllgerent command
ing officer under article 30; 

(c) Is engaged In unneutral service; 
(d) Is armed in time of war when outside 

the jurisdiction of its own country; 
(e) has no external marks or uses false 

marks; 
(f) has no papers or insufficient or Irreg

ular papers; 
(g) Is manifestly out of the line between 

the point of departure and the point of des
tination indicated in Its papers and after 
such Inquiries as the belUgerent may deem 
necessary, no good cause Is shown-for the 
deviation. The aircraft, together with Its 
crew and passengers, If any, may be detained 
by the bell!gerent, pending such inquiries. 

(h) carries, or itself constitutes, con
traband of war; 

(i) is engaged in breach of a blockade duly 
established and effectively ma.lnta.lned; 

(k) has been transferred from belligerent 
to neutral nationallty at a date and in cir
cumstances indicating an intention of evad
ing the consequences to which an enemy air
craft, as such, Is exposed. 

Provided that in each case (except k), 
the ground !or capture shall be an act car
ried out In the fiight in which -the neutral 
aircraft came Into bell!gerent bands; !.e., 
since it left Its point of departure and before 
It reached its point of destination. 

Article 54 
The papers of a private aircraft wlll be 

regarded as insufficient or irregular if they 
do not establish the nationality of the air
craft and indicate the names and national
ities of the crew and pa88engers, the points 
of departure and destination of the tllght, 
together with particulars of the cargo and 
the conditions under which it Is transported . 
The logs must also be included. 

Article 55 
Capture of an aircraft or of goods on board 

an aircraft shall be made the subject of prize 
proceedings, In order that any neutral claim 
may be duly heard and determined. 

Article 56 
A private a ircraft captured upon the 

ground that It bas no external marks or is 
using false marks, or that it Is armed in 
time of war outside the jurisdiction of its 
own country, is l!able to condemnation. 

A neutral private aircraft captured upon 
the ground that it ha.!; disregarded the direc
tion of a bell1gerent commanding officer un
der article 30 Is liable to condemnation, un
less it can justify its presence within the 
prohibited zone. 

In all other cases, the prize court in ad
judicating upon any case of capture of an 
aircraft or its cargo, or of postal correspond
ence on board an aircraft, shall apply the 
same rules as would be applied to a merchant 
vessel or its cargo or to postal correspond
ence on board a merchant vessel. 

Article 57 
Private aircraft whlcb are found upon visit 

and search to be enemy aircraft may be de
stroyed if the belligerent commanding offi
cer finds it necessary to do so, provided that 
all persons on board have first been placed 
in safety and all the papers of the aircraft 
have been preserved. 

Article 58 
Private aircraft which are found upon visit 

and search to be neutral aircraft liable to 
condemnation upon the ground of unneutral 
service, or upon the ground that they have 
no external marks or are bearing false marks, 
may be destroyed, if sending them in for 
adjudication would be impossible or would 
!roper!! the safety of the belligerent aircraft 
or the success of the operations In which It is 
engaged. Apart from the cases mentioned 
above, a neutral private aircraft must not 
be destroyed except in the gravest mil!tary 
emergency; which would not justify the offi
cer in command in releasing it or sending It 
in for adjudication. 

Article 59 
Before a neutral private aircraft is de

stroyed, all persons on board must be placed 
in safety, and all th.e papers of the aircraft 
must be preserved. 

A captor who had destroyed a neutral pri
vate aircraft must bring the capture before 
the prize court, and must first establish that 
he was justified in destroying It under article 
58. If be falls to do this, parties interested 
in the aircraft or its cargo are antitled to 
compensation. If the capture is held to be 
inval!d, though the act of destruction is held 
to have been justifiable, compensation must 
be paid to the parties interested in place of 
the restitution to which they would have 
been entitled. 

Article 60 
Where a neutral private aircraft Is cap

tured on the ground that It Is carrying con
traband, the captor may demand the sur-

render of any absolute contraband on board , 
or may proceed to the destruction of such 
absolute contraband, if sending in the air
craft for adjudication is impossible or would 
imperil the safety of the belligerent aircraft 
or the success of the operations in which it 
Is engaged. After entering in the log book 
of the aircraft the delivery or destruction of 
the goods, and securing, in original or copy, 
the relevant papers of the aircraft, the cap
tor mWit allow the neutral aircraft to con
tinue its filght . 

The provisions of the second paragraph of 
article 59 will apply where absolute contra
band on boo.rd a neutral private aircraft is 
handed over or destroyed. 

Chapter VIII. Definitions 

In some countries, the word "military " is 
not generally employed in a sense which 
Includes "naval." To remove any ambiguity 
on this point a special article has been 
adopted. 

Article 61 
The term "mil!tary" throughout these 

rules Is to be read as referring to all branches 
of tbe forces, that Is the land forces , the 
naval forces, and the air forces. 

Article 62 
Except so far as special ru'les are here laid 

down and except also so far as the provisions 
of chapter VII of these rules or international 
conventions indicate that maritime law and 
precedure are applicable, aircraft personnel 
engaged in hostilities come under the laws 
of war and neutrality applical:Jole to land 
troops in virtue of the custom and practice 
of international law and of the various dec
larations and conventions to which the states 
concerned are parties. 

Mr. MORSE. This document reads in 
part: 

The subject of bombardment by aircraft is 
one of the most difficult to deal with in fram
ing any code of rules for aerial warfare. 

The experiences of the recent war have 
left in the mind of the world at large a l!vely 
borrow of tbe havoc which can be wrought by 
the Indiscriminate launching of bombs and 
projectiles on the noncombatant populations 
of towns a nd cities. The conscience of man
kind revolts against this form of making war 
in places outside the actual theater of mili
tary operations, and the feel!ng is universal 
that limitations must be imposed. 

The conduct of the Turkish Air Force 
in the bombing of Cyprus meets the de
scription of the international jurists
that the conscience of mankind revolts 
at it. 

Article 24 of the code provides : 
(1) Aerial bombardment is legitimate only 

wben directed at a military objective, that 
Is to say, an object of wh,lcb the destruction 
or injury would constitute a distinct military 
advantage to the belligerent. 

(2) Such bombardment is legitimate only 
wben directed exclusively at the following 
objectives: military forces; military works; 
m!litary establishments or depots; factories 
constituting Important and well-known cen
ters engaged In the manufacture of arms, 
ammunition, or distinctively military sup
pl!es; lines of communication or transporta
tion used for military purposes. 

(3) The bombardment of cities, towns, vil 
lages, dwellings or buildings not in the im
mediate neighborhood of the operations of 
land forces is prohibited. 

There is no dispute about this question 
of fact. The bombing of the Cyprus vil
lage took place far removed from any 
military operation- . 

In cases where the objective specified in 
paragraph 2 are so situated, that they 
cannot be bombarded without the indiscrim-
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!nate bombardment of the clvillan popula
tion, the aircraft must abstain from boml:>
bardment. 

That is a rule of war apparently hon
ored in the breach. We are talking now 
about living up to international obliga
tions. I am talking about the importance 
of my Government's going on record of
ficially and formally in the United Na
tions against this violation of the rules 
of war by the Turks. I do not know why 
we have been so hesitant to do just that. 
Is it a matter of national guilt conscience 
because we may not like to have what 
we have done thrown back into our face 
as a slap? We are not in a very good 
position to talk when only in recent 
weeks we supplied the modern planes 
that were used by the Turks for the bom
bardment, and with fire bombs of Ameri
can manufacture. 

(4) In the Immediate neighborhood o! the 
operations of land forces. the bombardment 
of cities, towns, villages, dwellings or build
ings is legitimate provided that there exists 
a reasonable presumption that the military 
concentration is sufficiently important to 
justify such bombardment, having regard to 
the danger thus caused to the civilian popu
lation. 

(5) A belligerent state is liable to pay 
compensation for injuries to person or to 
property caused by the violation by any of 
its olllcers or forces of the provisions of this 
article. 

Mr. President, "time's awastin'." 
There is not much time left to win a. 
peace in the Mediterranean. I believe 
the members of the United Nations must 
act, and act promptly. The United Na
tions must make very clear to Cyprus and 
Turkey and Greece that we cannot stand 
by and permit them to throw all mankind 
into war which may lead to the third 
world war. 

McNAMARA'S WAR 
Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I turn 

now to the third and last topic. 
It Is very interesting to note the re

thinking of some of my colleagues in 
the Senate on the support they gave 
some days ago to an undated declara
tion of war, an empowerment in the 
President of the United States. Some' of 
those who voted for it are now, I notice, 
making insertions in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD and making short speeches to 
get the matter before the United Nations. 

As I said to one of them the other day, 
I welcome that. I am a great believer in 
conversion, although it is rather belated. 
If the same Members of the Senate had 
stood in the past 6 months with the sen
ior Senator from Oregon and the cour
ageous Senator from Alaska [Mr. 
GREUNING], and joined us in protest of 
the development of McNamara's war in 
southeast Asia, we might have changed 
the course of the United States war
making in Asia. We might have pre
vented the United States from becom
ing a serious threat to the peace of the 
world that she is in Asia at this criti
cal hour. We might have been able to 
get our Government to recognize that it 
cannot escalate the war into North Viet
nam, that it cannot endanger the en
largement of the war is Asia. without 

great opposition in this country on the 
part of the people. 

Every boy who gives his life in south
east Asia Is giving it unjustifiably under 
a course of action that this Government 
1s imposing which it cannot reconcile 
with the situation. Not even the resolu
tion justifies the President sending a boy 
to his death in South Vietnam in the 
absence of a declaration of war. 

The correspondence that I have put in 
the REcoRD from a cross section popula
tion of this country, from all groups
great scholars, laWYers, judges, doctors, 
businessmen, housewives, farmers
leaves no room for doubt that at the 
grassroots of America this course of ac
tion of the United States in continuing 
McNamara's war does not sit wen. 

I believe that in the campaign ahead 
if someone were running on the Repub
lican ticket and campaigning against the 
warmaking policies of the United States 
in Asia, the result of the election would 
be quite different from what it will be, 
because the American people, J am satis
fied, will recognize that they have a bet
ter chance of attalnlng a final peaceful 
solution under the banner of my party, 
led by a great President, with whom I 
disagree only to any major extent in this 
aspect of his foreign policy. 

I believe the American people will un
derstand between now and November 
that their best hope for peace 1s with my 
party. But it does not make me happy 
that we put them in the position where 
that 1s the only choice they have. 

We have walked out--and I pray it 
will be only temporarily--on a great rec
ord of American idealism in the field of 
foreign policy, for we cannot reconcile 
American warmaking in southeast Asia 
with the ideals of this Republic; nor can 
we reconcile the aggressive course with 
our treaty commitments under the 
United Nations, the Southeast Asia 
Treaty Organization, or the Geneva 
accords. 

In the past 6 months I have developed 
thos~ international law propositions at 
great length on the floor of the Senate. 
I shall do no more than mention them 
tonight. But before the Senate adjourns 
-tonight for the next 10 or 12 days, I shall 
say again to the American people that I 
stand on every word I have uttered in 
the last 6 months in opposition to the 
United States warmaktng policy in 
southeast Asia. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con
sent to have printed at the conclusion of 
my remarks a sampling of the corre
spondence I have received since the last 
sampling that I placed in the RECORD, in 
support of the opposition of the Senator 
from Alaska [Mr. GRUENING] and the 
senior Senator from Oregon to American 
warmaking policies in southeast Asia. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it Is so ordered. 

(See exhibit 1.) 
Mr. MORSE. The tragedy and futility 

of the American war effort in South Viet
nam are becoming more evident every 
day. Every day's news brings further 
proof that the weakness of the Khanh 
government within South Vietnam is a 
weakness that cannot be overcome by 
any amount of Amelican support. Every 
day brings us closer to a full-scale U.S. 

occupation of South Vietnam as the only 
means of preventing a. complete Viet
cong takeover. 

That Is the direction in which Ameli
can policy Is heading. If it 1s allowed to 
continue, it will entrap the Amelican 
people in an Asian land war for years to 
come. 

Four more Amelican advisers were 
killed yesterday. How many more must 
die before the Amelican people rise up 
and change the policy that put us into 
this impossible situation? 

How many more Americans must die 
before even the Pentagon must see that 
the policy It has been directing in South 
Vietnam since 1961 1s a. failure? The 
McNamara war will never produce a. vic
tory. We will win mil1tary victories, but 
we will never win a peace through the 
prosecution of the McNamara war. The 
seizure of absolute power by General 
Khanh, accomplished with the approval 
of military advisers, is creating more 
civil unrest than ever among the people 
of that country. We now read the words 
"anti-Amelican" to desclibe the attitude 
of many South Vietnamese. The rumors 
that Americans will take command posi
tions in the higher echelons of the war 
effort Is damaging, not aiding, the war 
effort. 

If the present direction of American 
policy continues, It can lead us only to 
a more complete involvement of Ameli
can troops in the Vietnam civil war, and 
it can lead only to an undisguised take
over of the South Vietnamese Govern
ment by the United States. 

Running the country by remote con
trol has not defeated the Vietcong. It 
has not even stemmed the tide of rebel 
successes. If the Pentagon follows its 
usual habits of thought, these failbll'eS 
will merely be followed with an applica
tion of more of the same. That means 
an increasing degree of direct American 
management of the country and direct 
Amelican participation in the war. 

All the talk about the sanitary air war
fare and sanitary sea warfare that we 
might conduct against North Vietnam 
cannot change the fact that the rebels 
are winning on the ground in South 
Vietnam. The new tactic of passive re
sistance Is not one that can be overcome 
with overwhelming weapons superiority, 
including nuclear weapons. It bespeaks, 
the failure of mllitary solutions to eco
nomic and political problems in South 
Vietnam, and It 1s a forewarning that 
the longer we continue pressing a mtli
tary solution, the more desperate our po
sition 1s going to get. 

How many more American military 
advisers must die before we change that 
position? 

How many more forts are going to be 
wiped out, like the one reported yester
day by what our advisers are quoted as 
calling a perfectly executed Vietcong at
tack? How many more tributes to 
Americans are going to be hauled away, 
in the dead of night, like the monument 
to President Kennedy was hauled away 
to prevent further manifestations of 
anti-Amelicanism? How long will It be 
before the United States means to the 
people of Vietnam what France meant to 
them 10 years ago--one more Western 



1964 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD- SENATE 20291 
ruler seeking to impose its own objectives 
upon them? 

Must we wait until we suffer 240;000 
casualties, as France did? Are we going 
to wait until 90,000 American boys have 
been killed in Vietnam and 240,000 seri
ously wounded? Must we wait until the 
American people, at long last, say to 
whatever administration is in control at 
the time: "We have had enough"? 

I raise my voice in these warnings be
cause I am convinced that the American 
people have already had enough; but our 
Government is not yet aware of the 
strong growing dissent at the grassroots 
of America in protest of the unnecessary 
and unjustifiable killing of American 
boys in Asia. 

We cannot settle the problems of Asia 
on the battlefield. The only place they 
can be settled is at the conference table. 
That is where we should insist that these 
problems go and go immediately. 

· There is n~ doubt that the war in Viet
nam is going very badly. How much 
more are we going to ante into the pot 
before we admit we are playing a losing 
hand? We have no business promoting 
any particular government in South 
Vietnam. We have no business arrang
ing for one dictator to be overthrown by 
another who will serve our purpose bet
ter. We have no business encouraging 
him to tighten his personal grip on the 
country in the name of "greater efiicien
cy." We have no business sustaining a 
war in a country 7,000 miles from our 
shores, whose people have shown no in
terest in the policies we have imposed 
upon them. 

We need to be on guard against the 
danger of getting ourselves involved in a 
holy or religious war in South Vietnam. 
The developments in the past few days 
revive, once again, the great question of 
a contest between religious beliefs 1n 
South Vietnam. The United States has 
no place and has no right to become in
volved in a holy war in South Vietnam 
or anywhere else. 

We can fight forever in Vietnam, as the 
Secretary of Defense once promised to 
do if we did not have our way, and we 
can commit our entire Armed Forces to 
the war, but we never will win the peace. 
We never will be able to withdraw once 
we escalate the war. The only prognosis 
for what we are doing in southeast Asia 
is that we will have to keep on doing it 
forever, at an ever increasing cost. 

How many more Americans are going 
to be sacrificed before we have the sense 
to go to the conference table, or to the 
United Nations? 

I also want to call to the attention of 
the Senate some of the circumstances 
surrounding the incident in the Gulf of 
Tonkin which were not discussed during 
the recent debate on the Asian resolution. 

At the time of the debate on the joint 
resolution, it may be remembered that 
the Senator from Oregon, as tactfully as 
he could, within the rules of the Senate, 
without violation of any rule of secrecy, 
charged that the United States was a 
provocateur in the Gulf ,of Tonkin. I 
repeat tonight that the United States was 
a provocateur in the Gulf of Tonkin epi
sode. The United States was a part and 
parcel of the escalating of the war into 

North Vietnam. The United States was 
connected with, had knowledge of, but 
did not try to stop the sending of South 
Vietnamese naval boats, boats that we 
supplied, that we armed, and whose crews 
were trained by us, to conduct the bom
bardment against the two North Viet
namese islands some 3 to 5 or 6 miles off 
the coast of North Vietnam. 

We had American naval vessels 1n the 
vicinity. The Pentagon disputes how far 
away they were. If they were 75 miles 
away, they were a provoking element. 
There is no question that one of them 
was within the 12-mile limit of North 
Vietnam at the beginning of the bom
bardment. 

Mr. President, I placed in the RECORD 
the other night the column written by 
Jack Anderson based upon his analysis 
of what some of the documents show. 
There just is no way to doubt the full 
knowledge of American diplomatic and 
military officials in Saigon concerning the 
plans of this little dictator puppet tyrant 
that we are supporting and imposing 
upon 15 million South Vietnamese peo
ple-General Khanh. There is no ques
tion that we knew of the escalating of 
the war. As I said the other day, and 
repeat tonight, that has been the objec
tive of Secretary McNamara fof months 
and months, to escalate the war. That 
has been the objective of the Ambassa
dor we had over there-Mr. Lodge; and 
it has been the objective of the present 
Ambassador, General Taylor. And they 
prevailed. The question now about es
calating the war into North Vietnam is 
that we have escalated it. We are going 
to have to be charged in history with 
that sordid act. 

The Providence Jow·nal, of Providence, 
R.I., brings out some interesting points 
about the attack on the U.S. destroyer 
Maddox. The editorial states: 

The clear indication of both the Defense 
Department statement and the admiral's re
mark was that the Maddox did not fire until 
fired upon. This is not at all clear, however. 
!rom the chronology which was subsequently 
released by the Navy. That chronology reads 
in part: 

3:40 a.m.: Maddox reported being ap
proached by high-speed (estimated 45 to 50 
knots) craft whose apparent intention was 
to conduct torpedo attack, and that she 
intended to open fire in self-defense i! neces
sary. 

4:08a.m.: Maddox reported being attacked 
by the torpedo craft. Opened fire with 5-
inch battery after three warning shots failed 
to slow down attackers. 

4:08 a.m.: The boats continued closing 
maneuvers, and two closed to 5,000 yards, 
each firing one torpedo. 

4:21 a .m .: Third attacker moved up to 
beam of Maddox and received direct hit by 
5-inch round and at same time dropped 
torpedo into water which was not seen to 
run. Machinegun fire from the boats di
rected at Maddox. 

Then the editorial points out: 
It would appear from this account that 

the Maddox actually fired both warning shots 
and shots directed at the North Vietnamese 
craft before the PT boats launched their 
torpedoes ot fired their guns. A Navy De
partment spokesman has confirmed this in
terpretation of the chronology. 

It ought to be borne in mind thai the 
U.S. warship opened fire wh!le the craft 
'whose apparent intention was to conduct 

torpedo attack' were still at least 5,000 
yards--nearly 3 miles-away. 

The Navy spokesman sald that the be
havior ot the Communist PT boats 'under 
anybody'a rules of engagement' could be 
•assumed' to indicate an attack, even at 5,000 
yards. 

This is a matter of opinion. Three miles 
is within torpedo range, we a.re told, but it's 
a long shot for a torpedo boat, especially !or 
attack against something as maneuverable 
as a destroyer. 

Even on the thesis that the Maddox· WllB 
justtfl.ed in initiating action, it is still not 
correct to say she 'returned' the fire of the 
PT boat. We started the shooting. 

These are not among the facts that 
Americans were given in the President's 
television message, nor were then pointed 
out in the general news coverage of the 
Maddox incident. 

But they are the kind of facts that 
have been withheld so long that the 
American people do not know how we 
ever got ·started 1n the Vietnam war, 
much less what its objective is. "To 
make China let her neighbors alone" is 
the objective the Secretary of State 
claims for it, but that Is so vague, so 
remote from reality, so implausible com
ing from a country 7,000 miles away, that 
it is no standard at all behind which a 
nation can rally. 

The Defense Department is dragging 
the American people into the quicksands 
of McNamara's war in southeast Asia. 
How many more advisers are going to die 
in those quicksands before the American 
people take the matter in hand and 
demand a change of policy 1n that part 
of the world? 

Mr. President, the saddest chapter that 
has been written in connection with 
McNamara's war involves that second 
attack on the part of the North Viet
namese. It would seem clear now that 
after the bombardment of the North 
Vietnamese islands, the discovery of the 
Maddox in the general vicinity of 
Tonkin Bay was close enough so that 
she could have come to the assistance 
of the South Vietnamese boats if they 
needed it, although the Pentagon claims 
that the captain of the Maddox was not 
notified. I accept that statement, but of 
course it is a meaningless statement, for 
the Maddox was under constant elec
tronic communications with the ofiicials 
in Saigon. In a matter of practically 
seconds or a minute or two she could 
have been directed by those electronic 
communications to proceed forthwith 
to the protection of those South Viet
namese, American-supplied, naval
armed attacking boat that escalated the 
war, at long last, as desired by General 
Khanh, Secretary McNamara, and Am
bassador Lodge, and Ambassador Taylor. 
She could have been sent in a matter of 
minutes to the protection of those boats. 
There is no question that her presence 
in Tonkin Bay, as close as she was to 
the area of bombardment, was a clear 
provocation. 

I repeat what I said before: What do 
we think would have been the attitude 
of the United States if Castro had sent 
two Russian-supplied, armed PT boats 
off Key West to bombard Key West, and 
a Russian destroyer or Russian sub
marines had been 30, 40, 50, or even 75 
or 100 miles from Key West at the time? 



20292 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD- SENATE August 21 
We would have sunk the Russian ships, 
because we would have considered It a 
clear provocation-and 1t would have 
been a clear provocation. We would 
have sunk them, unless they ran up the 
white fiag and moved into an American 
port. 

Mr. President, we cannot have it both 
ways. We can be provocateurs too
and we were, in Tonkin Bay. There is 
no question about the fact that reports 
had been subsequentlY obtained on the 
North Vietnamese PT boats saying that 
the Maddox was in that area. The 
record 1s clear that she took to the sea 
some time before they got into firing dis
tance of her. Although there is dispute 
about the distance-there is some reason 
to believe she was only 30 miles away 
when it became perfectly clear that the 
PT boats were seeking to overhaul her 
and in all probability attack her-I am 
perfectly willing to accept the distance 
of 60 miles when the actual attack 
started. It was a clear American pro
vocation-argue all we wish to about the 
fact that we were in international 
waters. 

We were in international waters be
cause of a threat to the security of North 
Vietnam after two islands had just been 
bombed by South Vietnamese naval 
ships, supplied and armed by the United 
States. We cannot participate in this 
kind of military operation and not ex
pect just such incidents as this to oc
cur. That is why I say, "Let us stop the 
shooting. Let us stop the kUling. Let 
us demonstrate that we believe in peace." 

We are making ourselves look absured 
when we say through our Government, 
"The conference table can come later. 
The conference table can come after we 
dominate the battlefield." 

Mr. President, that is not a country 
standing for peace. That is a coun
try standing first for war, and then say
ing, "And we win the war, as the victors, 
we w1ll sit down and tell you what the 
terms of peace w1ll be." That is what 
has been the trouble for centuries. That 
is why no war has ever produced a peace 
in all the history of mankind. All that 
war has ever done has been to produce 
more wars, with only an interval of time 
between them, which some have mis
takenly called a peace. But so long as 
mankind, or powerful nations in civlliza
tion, believe that they have the right to 
make war, there w1ll be the danger of 
war. 

The United States is demonstrating 
that she believes she has the right to 
make war, for the United States is 
making war in Asia. And the United 
States, in McNamara's war in Asia, is 
walking out on all of her ideals in re
spect to proclaiming that she stands for 
peace. 

What a mockery we are making of our 
professing that we stand for the substi
tution of a rule of law for the jungle law 
of force. What a shameful record the 
United States is writing in the pages of 
history of mankind in this dark hour of 
1964. 

Untll there 1s a declaration of war, I 
intend to give no support to my Presi
dent, or to my Government for its war
making policy in Asia. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con
sent to have printed at this point in the 
RECORD the following material: A letter 
from EdWin B. Hamilton, Columbus, 
Ohio, supporting the position that I have 
expressed again on the fioor of the Senate 
tonight, together with an article he sent 
along with his letter, entitled "X-Ray 
and Forecast: History Pauses in Viet 
nam;" an article from the Portland 
Oregonian, in the column entitled. ''The 
People's Corner," consisting of a letter to 
the editor by Mr. Grtmn supporting my 
position; two letters to the editor of the 
Eugene Register-Guard, from Sanford 
A. Kenney and C. Dun Christensen, sup
porting my position; and an editorial 
from the St. Louis Post-Dispatch entitled 
"The U.S. Peril in Vietnam." 

There being no objection, the material 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

COLUMBUS, Omo, 
August 6.1964 . 

DEA.R SENATOR MORSE : Let me congratulate 
you on your honest and candid admission 
that the United States has some responslbll
tty for the tragic events occurring In VIet
nam. 

Enclosed is part of a newsletter I subscribe 
to that deals with many of the unpleasant 
facts of the southeast Asian area. 

I share the view with you that the United 
States must share the blame for some of the 
distasteful events of the last week. 

P lease continue your forthright discussions 
of this matter. 

Sincerely yours, 
EDWIN B . HAMILTON. 

[From the Wells Newsletter, July 1, 1964] 
X-RAY AND FORECAST: HISTORY PAUSES IN 

VIETNAM 
The total bankruptcy of mmtary diplo

macy In this age of worldwide rerolutlon
with the vaulted mushroom clouds of nuclear 
power towering over us-Is being dramatically 
revealed In the southeast Asia crisis. Events 
seem now to have paused In a period of In
decision. Political blunders and military 
pressures have perrnjtted far too few of the 
f-acts to reach the American public. The 
political pressures are characterized by the 
Goldwater suggestion that we should drop 
low-level nuclear bombs to "defoliate" the 
jungles of Vietnam to expose Communist 
hideouts. Shouldn't there be some concern 
about the certainty that the same blasts 
would sear the trunks and limbs of chlldren, 
as certainly as the trunks and limbs of trees? 

We have learned from U.S . AID personnel 
In Vietnam that hospitals are so few and so 
llmlted In capacity that often most o! the 
beds are filled with wounded chlldren and 
mothers~ with four or five In a bed. The 
male clvillan casualties are left on mats In 
the hospital yards In rain or scorching heat. 
Nearly all these are South Vietnamese, 
wounded in South Vietnam by the South 
Vietnamese as they turn U.S. a.rtUlery fire 
on Communist penetration points or fiy over 
in .S. planes and drop U.S . napalm fire 
bombs on the villages. 

The American publlc needs to know more 
about the recent history of Vietnam to un
derstand the gross !allures of military policy. 
(The facts we review here In brief can all be 
verl.fied In any adequate history of modern 
Asia.) The entire area was under Chinese 
rule !or over 1,000 years--until the French 
made It a. pari of. their empire about 100 
years ago. When the Japanese drove the 
French out In World War II. our own OSS 
operators infiltrated Vietnam to develop 
guerrllla. forces behind the Japanese lines. 
OUr operators discovered a strong inde
pendent Nationalist movement, called the 

Viet Minh, under the leadership of Ho Chi 
Minh who was trained by the Communists 
In his youth. During the war, the United 
States worked with the Viet Minh against the 
Japanese. 

With the Japanese defee.t, plans were made 
for Indochina to be placed under an !n
ternatlona.l trusteeship. The French, after 
orlglna.lly agreeing to this trusteeship, re
asserted a ola.lm over their former oolonies 
In 1946 and the trusteeship ·was dropped. 
The Ho Minh forces demanded Independence 
!rom France but were promptly and ruth
lessly suppressed as the French a.rmles re
occupied the country. The Viet Minh then 
looked to the United States as their war ally 
for ald. We Ignored them In deference to the 
French_ They then turned to Russia, and 
the French began bloody suppression of the 
Viet Minh. using U.S. lend-lease weapons. 
Ho Minh's forces naturally became thor
oughly hostue to the West and gravitated 
Increasingly ID.to the Communist orbit--fur
thermore they proved far more clever and 
determJned than the French. The war !or 
Independence finally cuiminated In the dis
astrous defeat of France In the Battle of 
Dlen Bien Phu. after the United States had 
poured In over a billion dollars In support 
of the French In Vietnam. 

The d.efeat of the French of course opened 
Vietnam to the Communists under the Viet 
Minh whose victory had been achieved almost 
entirely with U.S. weapons captured !rom 
the French or with weapons that had trickled 
out all ovM Asia through the fingers of 
Chiang Ka.l-shek and his corrupt generaJ.s 
during the preceding years. In ordM to stem 
the Red tide, the United States enlisted as 
anti-Communist Vietnamese Nationalists by 
the name of Ngo Nimh Diem-a wealthy aris
tocratic exile. The U.S. Central Intelllgence 
Agency began to take over at this point and 
engineered Diem to his place of power
which soon evolved Into a family dictator
ship. 

The CIA continued to finance Diem even 
when he tried to crush the rebelllous Bud
dhist sects who challenged his tyrannical au
thority, for the Diem family were ardent 
Oathollcs in a country that is 70 percent 
Buddhist. Diem appointed only Catholics to 
positions of top responsib111ty-often men 
who were arrogant and oppressive. Naturally 
this enraged the Buddhists. But none of 
this bothered the CIA, for "getting on with 
the wa.r"-no matter what or how-has been 
the motto of far too many olll.clals In Wash
Ington. Neither the CIA nor olll.clal Wash
Ington evinced concern that the great ma
jority o! the South Vietnamese people were 
embittered aga.lnst the U.S.-created Diem 
dictatorship and were willing to welcome 
their fellow Vietnamese from the North who 
were still fighting !or "independence" under 
Ho Minh. We kept pouring In the millions 
while Diem and his fa.mlly associates became 
richer and more arrogant, until the regime 
ended In a gory collapse. This unhappy rec
ord is corroborated by the open admission 
that many of the Communist forces, naw 
called the Vietcong, are South Vietnamese 
and not from the Communist North. 

FROM THOSE WHO WERE THERE 
From a symposium on Vietnam and from 

other sources, we have gleaned much data 
that contra.dlcts popular reports in our press. 
Participating In this symposium were Stanley 
MUlet, a professor of pollttca.l science who 
taught for 2 years at the University of Sai
gon; Robert Browne, an economist who spent 
6 years with the U.S. aid program In South 
Vietnam and Cambodia and who returned 
recently with a Vietnamese bride: Arthur 
Dammen. who served as a UPI correspondent 
In Vietnam for 2 years. Other materials 
came !rom published reports by Dr. David 
Arnold of Princeton University who served 
14 months with the USIA In Saigon. 
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The consensus o! opinion in the recent 

symposium on Vietnam wa.s that the Pe1ping 
Communist Government Is very remote from 
the South VIetnamese situation. It Is now 
believed that both sides are .fighting almost 
exclusively with U.S. weapons and 1\)DmUni
tlon, except for a certain quantity of home
made weapons. There is little evidence that 
weapons have been shipped in from Red 
China or Russia, and when any are fnund, 
the news Is headlined far out of proportion 
to the facts. "If this were not true," com
mented the UPI correspondent, "why haven't 
tbe Red Chinese at least given them anti
aircraft guns with which to shoot down our 
low-fiying planes and helicopters, to say 
nothing o! providing them with planes? 
They are still banging away at them with 
their r11l.es and small shotguns." 

The suppression of official battle reports 
and military Information by the CIA and 
military officers of rank, along with their 
Vietnamese counterparts, reached scandalous 
proportions, as Between the Lines has pre
viously reported. Secretary of Defense Mc
Namara made four trips to the battlefields 
before he could get the facts . The top 
American generals received only data de
signed to please them, these reports having 
been channeled through their VIetnamese 
collaborators. 

As we recently reported , on one trip Mc
Namara was valuably reassured by U .S. gen
erals and the CIA men that the Diem re
gime was functioning in a strong, etrectlve, 
and trustworthy manner, contrary to some 
alarming rumors that were leaking out. 
Shortly after McNamara returned to Wash
Ington, the regime collapsed in the midst of 
a bloody Insurrection that was ardently 
backed by nearly all the population. 

The U.S.-supported South Vietnamese 
troops have no appetite for killing their Viet
cong brothers just because they h ad turned 
to the Communist movement for "independ
ence." And the South Vietnamese officers 
have had no stomach for fighting in the jun
gle either. Oh, they have been quite dashing 
in the matter of shelling village areas with 
U.S. art1llery or dropping bombs, Including 
those containing napalm jelly wblcb sprays 
sticky long-burning gasoline :fiames over a 
wide area, destroying the villagers with the 
vlllages--all in an effort to destroy a few Red 
guerr11as. 

The South Vietnamese officers run llttle 
personal risk in such action-and never even 
see those who are the victims of their attacks. 

[From the Portland Oregonian, 
Aug. 12, 1964] 

THE PEOPLE'S CORNER 
COURAGEOUS MORSE 

To the EDITOR : 
The burden of proof is upon the Oregonian 

for its charges that Senator MoRSE "slan
dered" President Johnson by claiming that 
U.S. military presence in South Vietnam 
serves only the interests of rich merchants 
and generals in Saigon. Since the allegation 
of slander, made against a public official, is a 
serious one I defy the Oregonian to prove 
both the falsity and maliciousness of Senator 
MoRsE's statement. Show your readers, if 
you can, what freedom is at stake in the mili
tary dictatorship of South Vietnam. 

It is obvious that the clouded events in 
the Gulf of Tonkin, far from being a threat 
to the security of the United States have 
merely been a pretext for a show of American 
military might in the Far East and a prelude 
to deeper involvement. International waters 
or not, the stationing of American warships 
in this secluded gulf can be construed only as 
a. dellberate provocation, the purpose of 
which becomes suspect in light of recent de
mands that the war be "carried to the 
North ." 

No. 165--22 

Senator MoRSE deserves all of our pre.tse, 
not your thoughtless criticism, for his coura
geous etr:orta to bring the facts of American 
foreign policy before the publlc. 

PI:T!:a A. GRIIl'nN. 
SALEM. 

[Two letters from the Eugene (Oreg.) 
Register-Guard, Aug. 14, 1964] 

VIETNAM 
To the EDITOR: 

Many years ago we thought we could ex
port democracy. We thought we were the 
!lvin' end as a model country for other less 
forttmate countries to pattern themselves 
after us . Now we have found our ways and 
methods are not easily accepted by countries 
with different cultures and civilizations than 
ours. 

During this venture in world politics, we 
entered into agreements and treaties; one 
of these was the Geneva Accords of 1954 on 
Vietnam. Now after many years of futile 
effort to set up a democratic government in 
Vietnam, we find ourselves one of the first 
to violate the treaty. Admitting the Com
munists too have violated the treaty, two 
wrongs still do not make a right. 

The Johnson administration inherited this 
unhappy situation from the Kennedy admin
istration, the Kennedy administration in
herited it from the Eisenhower administra
tion and so on. Many of us Americans are 
just waking up to what the situation really 
is. We find it Is one of our own making and 
it's pretty bad, but we stubbornly continue 
down a road which has led us into some very 
serious trouble, trouble that can worsen to 
the point of all-out war and then still wlll 
not have a democracy established in Vietnam. 

I think it is time for all of us to seriously 
and honestly consider the stand WAYNB 
MoRSE has taken on our action in Vietnam. 
His is the only one that closely parallels the 
plan we have been pursuing. The U.S. Sen
ators• fieeing from the Senate Chambers when 
MoasE speaks on this subject indicates that 
they are not sure what the reaction of their 
constituents would be and therefore do not 
want to go on record as voting one way or 
the other. 

BARRY GOLDWATER has d ared Lyndon John
son to " back down" from the stand Johnson 
took in the recent Vietnam crisis, yet most 
of the people I have talked to fear a GoLD
WATER victory largely because his reckless 
and bell1gerent alms could lead Into a quite 
unnecessary war. It is unfortunate for the 
GoLDWATER supporters that the Vietnam 
crisis occurred at this time, but I think It 
presents itself as a real opportunity for us 
Americans to rally around our Government, 
giving it our support, admitting we as well 
as the lawmakers share the blame for the 
mistakes that have been made and also 
share in the responsiblllty of helping get 
this in the bands of the United Nations 
where It belongs. 

The supporters of WAYNE MoRSE owe him 
a vote of confidence by helping carry the ball 
a bit at this time and do our country a real 
service as well. Any rebuttals or additions? 

SANFORD A. KENNEY. 
SPRINGFIELD . 

BACKS MORSE 
To the EDITOR: 

I should like to go on record as whole
heartedly supporting Senator WAYNE 
MoRSE's courageous stand on the Vietnam 
situation, as well as foreign ald. 

C. DAN CHRISTENSEN. 
EUGENE. 

[From the St. Louis (Mo.) Post-Dispatch, 
Aug. 3,1964] 

THE U.S. PEan. IN VIETNAM 
Although It may not be easy in the midst 

ot the crisis atmosphere 1n Asia and in Wash-

ington, Americans could well aJI'ord the time 
necessary to reexamine the U.S. position In 
South VIetnam. Events of the last week have 
shown bow dangerously close this country 
Is to a far deeper military involvement In the 
jungles 8,000 miles from home. 

Overwhelming congressional support o! a 
resolution backing President Johnson's ac
tion in southeast Asia (the Senate vote was 
88 to 2, the House 414 to 0) serves admirable 
notice to the world that although this Is an 
election year the Nation is united behind the 
Commander in Chief. 

And yet the swift passage of the measure 
elminated the possibility of a debate on the 
merits of our Asian pollcy, one that is long 
overdue. Perhaps this was not possible under 
the circumstances; it was important to give 
the President quick and strong support. But 
this should not prevent the public from pon
dering the opposition of Senators MORSE and 
GRUENING. Mr. GRUENING said: "All VIetnam 
Is not worth the life of a single American 
boy." 

How much is Vietnam worth to us? As 
Marquis Childs reported: "If the worst should 
happen, the Johnson administration faces an 
awesome choice--sending in large numbers of 
American combat troops or expanding the 
war with massive bombings in the north. The 
risks In either course are incalculable. A 
third choice, getting out of VIetnam, seems 
impossible in view or what has gone before 
and in the llght of polltlcs in a presidential 
election year." 

Tbe deadly peril of being sucked into an 
Asian holocaust stems from the fact that 
the United States cannot control event-s. 
If Red China wants war, we could be drawn 
in against our will. It is unfortunate that 
we must admit our best hope lies in the 
probability China does not want a major 
Asian war. Why should It? Time and geo
graphy are very much on the side of the 
Chinese. The North Vietnamese have been 
winning the Indochina struggle. And that 
makes their torpedo attack on units of our 
7th Fleet in the Gulf of Tonkin all the more 
bafii1ng. The United States was wise, inci
dentally, to halt further patrols in the gulf 
at this time. 

The new state of emergency in South Viet
nam may refiect Premier Nguyen Kbanb's 
determination to resist a possible invasion .. 
or to carry the war to the north, as be bas 
been advocating. But it is also a measure of 
the near collapse of his government. Would 
a sound regime, even in these straits, find 
It necessary to empower military courts to 
impose summary death sentences on all ter
rorists, saboteurs, and black-market specula
tors, with no rLgbt of appeal? 

The facts appear to be that the majority 
of tbe South Vietnamese care Jess about 
fighting the Communist Vietcong than do 
the Americans, who have been spending more 
tbrul $500 million a year and who have more 
than 16,000 military advisers with the South 
Vietnamese forces. 

How the United States came to assume the 
lost French cause in Indochina a decade ago 
and associate itself with successive regimes 
in Saigon is a long and tragic story. Re
gardless of the past, the problem now is how 
to extricate ourselfes honorably. Our pres
ent course should be to prevent General 
Kbanh from taking any rash steps that 
would enlarge the war. President Johnson 
has made it clear that we seek "no wider 
war." 

A negotiated political settlement is the 
only possible conclusion to the Indochina 
struggle, and 1f the war can be held within 
bounds a little longer a. way to accomplish 
that may present itself. The United States 
has no real strategic need for a foothold in 
Indochina.; with tts invincible sea and air 
forces It w1l! be a power in Asia for the fore
seeable future. 
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So any opportunities for negotiations 

shoUld be ca.re!ully considered. Perhaps 
Secretary General U Tha.nt of the United 
Nations Is right 1n his belle! that the Se
curity Council is not the plaoe to bring about 
a settlement now. After all, North Vietnam 
is not a member of the U.N., and ne!Uler are 
South Vietnam and Red China. But discus
sion 1n the Council, assembled at the request 
of the United States, could lead to openings. 

HopefUlly, these may be found before It 
is too late. Present indications are that 
there will be at least a breathing spell, but 
tensions are high and anything might hap
pen. WoUld It not be well for Americans 
seriously to consider whether they want to 
continue tempting fate In Indochina? We 
advocate freedom and Independence for Viet
nam. This Is a proper goal, but it can be 
attained only through a political settlement 
guaranteed by the big powers-Including 
Red China--operating through or outside the 
U .N., and not by force of anns. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, although 
the St. Louis Post-Dispatch has not gone 
all the way in opposition to the Ameri
can policy in South Vietnam, it has writ
ten a series of editorials in the past many 
months raising serious questions about 
our policy in South Vietnam. One of its 
more recent ones-which I just had 
printed in the RECORD-is an editorial of 
August 9, entitled "U.S. Peril in Viet-
nam.'' 

I shall read a part of the editorial. It 
reads as follows: 

And yet the swift passage of the measure 
elim.ina.ted the pooslblllty of a debate on the 
merits or our Asian policy, one that is long 
overdue. Perhaps this was not possible un
der the circumstances; it was important to 
give the President quick and strong support. 
But this shoUld not prevent the public from 
pondering the opposition o! Senators 
MORSE a.nd G&UENING. Mr. G&UENING said: 
"All Vietnam is not worth the life of a single 
American boy." 

How much is Vietnam worth to us? As 
Marquis Ch!lds reported: "I! the worst 
should happen. the Johnson administration 
faces a.n awesome chotc-.sendlng In large 
numbers of American combat troops or ex
panding the war with massive bombing In 
the north. The risks In either course are In
calcUlable. A third choice, getting out or 
Vietnam, seems impossible In view of what 
has gone before and In the light of politics 
In a presidential election year." 

The deadly perU of being sucked Into an 
Asian holocaust stems from the fact that the 
United States cannot control events. I! 
Red China wants war, we coUld be drawn In 
against our will. It is unfortunate that we 
must admit our best hope lies In the proba
bility China does not want a major Asian 
war. Why should It? Time and geography 
are very much on the side of the Chinese. 
The North Vietnamese have been wtnnlng 
the Indochina struggle. And that makes 
their torpedo attack on units of our 7th 
Fleet In the Gulf or Tonkin all the more 
ba1lling. The United States was wise, Inci
dentally, to halt further patrols In the gulf 
a.t this time. 

The new state o! emergency In South Viet
nam may rell.ect Premier Nguyen Kha.nh's 
determination to resist a possible Invasion, 
or to carry the war to the nO!'th, as he has 
been advocating. But It is also a measure 
of the nea.r-collapse of his government. 
Would a. sound regime, even In these straits, 
:lind lt necessary to empower m111tary courts 
to impose summary death sentences on all 
terrorists. saboteura and black mark~ 
speculators, with no right of appeal? 

The facts a.ppeal' to be tha.t the majodty of 
the South VIetnamese care less about 1l.ght-

lng the Communist Vietcong than do the 
Americans, who have been spendlng more 
than 500 milllon dollars a year and who have 
more than 16,000 m111ta.ry advisers with the 
South Vietnamese forces. 

Mr. President, the editorial goes on to 
point out other weaknesses. And, of 
course, the most tragic mistake we have 
made is that after the second atack, we 
had tried to respond to the attack by 
attacking the attacking ship. We then 
committed a clear act of aggression. We 
had no right under international law to 
bomb the mainland of North Vietnam. 
That was an act of war on the part of the 
United States. 

It ought to have been followed or pre
ceded by a declaration of war. When 
the question is adjudicated by an inter
national tribunal, 1f it ever is, I predict 
that the United States will be found to 
be clearly guilty of an act of aggression 
against North Vietnam. We had the 
right to sink the attacking boats. We 
had the duty under international law 
thereafter to take our allegations as to 
the violation of international law by 
North Vietnam- and she was completely 
guilty of violating international law by 
attacking our boats on the high seas-to 
the United Nations. But we had no right 
whatsoever under international law to 
proceed to bombard North Vietnam. 

That is why we are finding not very 
much enthusiasm for the American posi
tion. We will find less and less if we do 
not stop this course of action. 

Mr. President, lastly, I ask unanimous 
consent to have printed in the RECORD 
an article entitled "Southeast Asia 
Smolders in Dawn of New Disaster," by 
Edwin A. Lahey of the Knight news
papers. 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed in the REcoRD, 
as follows: 
SoUTHEAST AsiA SMOLDERS IN DAWN OF NEW 

DisAsTER 
(By Edwin A. Lahey) 

WASHINGTON.-The threat Of immediate 
war with Communist China seems to have 
receded. 

But the southeast Asia peninsula still 
smolders like a city dump. 

The French, who haven't won a bout since 
Napoleon's day, were forced out or this un
pleasant part of the world In 1954, when they 
had to liquidate their Indochina colony. 
(The French still own a lot of property there, 
however.) . 

Ten years ago, the United States became 
receiver In bankruptcy !or this area, with 
special emphasis on South VIetnam, the non
Communist portion or a partitioned country. 

America had to take up the burden because 
South Vietnam was the one bastion where 
we coUld operate as a retaining wall a.galnst 
the Infection of communism. which spreads 
from China toward the rest of Asia. 

With characteristic highmlndedness, the 
United States looked !or the government of 
South Vietnam to install some social re
forms, so the average citizen would feel he 
had been elected to membership In the hu
man race. 

President Eisenhower wrote to President 
Ngo D1nh Diem In 1954. that our money and 
our m111ta.ry support were pledged to South 
Vietnam, but. In turn, "the Government of 
the United States expects that this aid will 
be met by performance on the part of the 
government of Vietnam In undertaking need
ed reform." 

Ten years later, even the officials ot Amer
ica are talking about these reforms In the 
future tense. 

This Is what impels Senator WAYNI!! MORSE, 
of Oregon, to declare of our policy In South 
Vietnam: 

"Even the American people know that to 
say we are defending freedom In South Viet
nam Is a travesty on the word. 

"We are de!endlng General Khanh (the 
president) from being overthrown, that is 
all. 

" We are defending a clique of generals 
and their merchant friends who Uve well In 
Saigon, and who need a constantly Increas
Ing American m111ta.ry force to protect their 
privileged position." 

Senator MoRSE'S long tirade against our 
South Vietnam policy has been Ignored, not 
only In recent months, but In the present 
week, In which torpedo boats of the Commu
nist North Vietnam Navy, with apparent 
Idiocy, attacked units of the U.S. Navy's 7th 
Fleet In the Gulf of Tonkin. 

But even the otll.clal accounting of the 
Agency for International Development to 
Congress would tend to support MORSE's com
ments about the !allure of our South Viet
namese protegee to bring about some soclai 
reform with the hundreds of millions of U.S. 
dollars that a.re being poured Into the 
country. 

The Agency for International Development 
reported to Congress 1n April or this year 
that "effective political, oocia.l and economic 
programs must be developed (In South Viet
nam) to overcome popUlar grievances and 
give the peasant an Incentive to defend his 
home a.nd his village." 

This Is precisely what President Elsen
hower was saying to President Diem several 
blllton dollars and 10 years ago. 

The government of General Kha.nh, which 
overthrew the Diem government last Novem
ber with apparent U.S. approval, "has recog
nized the need for fundamental reforms to 
attract and hold the loyalties o! the peas
ants," the AID report to Congress said 4 
months ago. 

But the AID otll.clals cagily use the fUture 
tense 1n discussing South Vietnam reforms. 

"In general," they sa.1d In their April 
repol't, "the (Khanh) government has been 
moving In the right direction. with the proof 
ot sustained effective action yet to be seen." 

This Is about what Senator MORSE has been 
saying all along, In much harsher language. 

"I! war is really too important to be left 
to the generals, then the American people are 
going to have to make themselves heard on 
U.S. poUcy In Asia.," the Oregon firebrand 
declares. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I wish 
to commend the Knight newspapers for 
the courageous journalism that they 
have displayed 1n many recent months 
in high and penetrating criticism of 
American foreign policy 1n southeast 
Asia. The article by Lahey is in keep
ing with that standard. 

In the course of the article Mr. Lahey 
quotes from a document of AID entitled 
"Proposed Mutual Defense and Develop
ment Program, Fiscal Year 1965." I 
shall not take time to read the entire 
section from which he quotes, but I ask 
unanimous consent tha.t the section on 
Vietnam, which appears on page 126 of 
the document, be printed at this point 
in my remarks. 

There being no objection, the section 
was ordered to be printed 1n the RECORD, 
as follows: 

VIETNAM 
The outcome of the long and bloody strug

gle against Vietcong aggression In South 
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Vietnam depends heavily on the Vietnamese 
Government's ability to carry out a sus
tained offensive on both the m111tary and 
the economic fronts. 

The Vietcong today has a strong grip on 
large areas of South Vietnam, particularly 
In the Mekong Delta. To protect the peas
ants against Communist attacks, there must 
be a la rge-scale military effort against the 
Vietcong and their local irregulars. Crea
tion and maintenance of local defense forces 
throughout the country, In addition to at
tack units, must have top priority. Effective 
political, social, and economic programs must 
be developed to overcome popula r grievances 
and give the peasant an incentive to defend 
his home and his village. 

The government established after Diem's 
overthrow on November 1, 1963, underwent an 
internal power change on J anuary 30. Gen
Nguyen Khanh who engineered this change, 
has organized a largely civUian government 
with himself as Prime Minister . General 
Minh, previous leader of the Military Revolu
tionary CouncU, remains as chief of state. 

A major past deficiency h as been the failure 
to assure lasting mllitary security to peasants 
who had committed themselves to the gov
ernment's side by moving into the strategic 
hamlets In parts of the Mekong Delta and 
several other regions . Against U.S. advice, 
the strategic hamlets were extended too rap
idly into certain areas where effective mili
tary protection could not be given, and In 
such cases were ineffective In sealing off the 
population from Vietcong lntluence and 
control. 

The program now Is concentrating on 
secure areas and the consolidation ot viable 
existing hamlets . The original hamlets have 
succeeded 1n the great majority of districts, 
however, bringing the people and Govern
ment together 1n constructive cooperation 
tor economic and social progress and se
curity. 

In the period since November 1963 , the 
Government has recognized the need for 
fundamental reforms to attract and hold the 
loyalties of the peasants, including higher 
farm prices, a revised and vigorous land re
form program, and honest, effective local 
government. Action to meet these needs will 
require strong and Imaginative leadership. 

The mllltary government has responded to 
the need to mobillze Vietnam's economic 
resources tor the war effort. Austerity taxes 
have been Instituted on a broad range of 
Imported goods, and plans are being formu
lated to increase revenues by broadening the 
tax base and Improving tax administration 
to secure better compliance with the laws. 
The Government has also Indicated a will
ingness to consider drawing down foreign ex
change reserves, If necessary, and ta restrict 
further already reduced and highly taxed 
luxury Imports. In general, the Government 
has been moving In the right direction, with 
the proof of sustained effective action yet to 
be seen. 

Mr. MORSE. I quote only the follow
ing paragraph: 

In the period since 1963, the government 
has recognized the need for fundamental 
reforms to attract and hold the loyalties of 
the peasants, including higher farm prices, 
a revised and vigorous land reform progr~m. 
and honest, effective local government. Ac
tion to meet these needs will require strong 
and Imaginative leadership. 

Mr. President, where are the reforms? 
It was in 1954 that President Eisenhower 
wrote that letter that is still being used 
by the State Department to rationalize 
and alibi our South Vietnamese pro
gram. Of course, that letter of Eisen
hower has no controlling effect upon 
American foreign policy. It provides no 

justification for the United States mak
ing war in South Vietnam. It is no jus
tification for our violation of the Geneva 
accords. But even the Eisenhower letter 
was conditioned upon reforms in South 
Vietnam. There have been none. The 
reforms are lacking. 

The sad thing is that instead of bring
ing about reforms, the United States
my Government-has now sanctioned, 
supported and endorsed the reorganiza
tion of the K.hanh dictatorship to make 
it now even more dictatorial, suspending 
civil liberties and bringing to an end the 
opportunity for the citizens of South 
Vietnam to enjoy any freedom whatso
ever. Yet our leaders still have the 
audacity to try to tell the American peo
ple that we are in South Vietnam in de
fense of freedom . What shameful state
ments. We are not supporting freedom 
in South Vietnam. We are supporting a 
military dictatorship , an American pup
pet. That is going to be the dark, dark 
chapter in American history which will 
cause American people and scholars of 
that generation 50 years from now to ask 
the question, "What went wrong in the 
United States when its government de
cided to support McNamara's war in 
South Vietnam?" 

EXHIBIT 1 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

NEW YORK, N.Y. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : YOU are 100 percent 
right on Vietnam. Keep up the fight for 
some sense in this matter. , 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

CHARLES B. FINCH. 

HARRISON, N.Y.. ' 
August 8, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : You have spoken 
with courage and honesty In the Senate on 
our shameful acts in southeast Asia. I hope 
we will hear more of these truths from you. 

Sincerely, 
ANNE GEISMAR. 

SANTA MONICA, CALIF., 
August 7, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I want you to know 
that I couldn't agree more with your oppo
sition today to the resolution on southeast 
Asia which was passed by both Houses to
day. I am grateful that at least two Sen
ators had the courage to make their opposi
tion heard. I am utterly dismayed at the de
velopments of the last few days and have 
also communicated my dismay to the Pres
ident and both California Senators; but of 
course it Is of no use and this is what com
pounds the dismay. Please keep pounding 
against our recklessness and our invitation 
to disaster. 

With my profound thanks. 
Sincerely, 

Miss IRMGARD LENEL. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

DENVER, CoLo., 
August 7, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MoRSE : Congratulations on 
your courageous statements on the danger
ous, terribly wrong path our Government is 
following, with regard to North Vietnam. 

Many of us are grateful to you and wish 
there were more men of principle and cour-
age. 

Sincerely, 
H. W. FoRD. 

BROOKLYN, N.Y. 
Senator WAYNE MoRSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Your stUl, small 
voice in future generations will be known 
as the voice of justice. You were outvoted 
here but hundreds of millions all over the 
world are with you. 

Respectfully, 
MAXSoFSKY . 

Los ANGELES, CALli'. 
DEAR SENATOR: I admire your stand, and 

believe every word you said. Too bad we do 
not have many more with your courage. 

We have no business in Asia or trying to 
tell the world what to do. We should take a 
look at Mississippi. My hope depends on 
men like you. 

Sincerely, 
LUCILLE MARTIN. 

AFTON. WYo., 
August 5, 1964. 

DEAR SIR: We are with you all the way. If 
we only had more men like you with high 
principles this would be a better world. 

Wish you were President. 

CARMICHAEL, CALIF. 
DEAR SENATOR MoRSE: Your courage and 

integrity are magnificent. We applaud your 
stand on Vietnam and many critical Issues, 
and are sorry that we are not Oregonians to 
reelect you. We hope you continue to be a 
minority of one-when the cause seems just 
to you. 

Respectfully, 
ROSALIND SAETrLER 

Mrs. Paul Saettler. 

BERKELEY, CALIF. 
Congratulations on your remarks on the 

bombings In North Vietnam. 
Yours is the most courageous and honest 

voice 1n the U.S. Government on this Issue. 
I hope your mail is strong enough to Indi

cate to you that there are others who sup
port you, who have not yet succumbed to the 
managed versions of world events foisted on 
us. 

RALPH JOHANSEN. 

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIF. 
Congratulations again. 
Your. stand on Vietnam is again a great 

contribution to a peaceful world. You are 
truly America's greatest Senator. 

Dr. WILLIAM RoBBINS. 

MINNEAPOLIS, MlNN ., 
August 7, 1964. 

SENATOR MoRSE : We heard you on television 
August 5, and feel you are right 1n your ana
lyzing this Vietnam trouble our country Is 
into. We are afraid to give our names. 

Yours truly, 

MINNEAPOLIS, MINN., 
August 7, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MoRSE: There are many 
peace- and justice-loving people 1n our coun
try who feel helpless as they observe the on
going power struggle and escalation toward 
war. We are most grateful for your courage
ous and articulate voice. May It arouse the 
conscience of our country to accept method.s 
of nonviolence during this crisis. 

Gratefully, 
Mr. and Mrs. PAUL HENDRICKSON, 
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SABASTOPOL, CALIF., 

Augmt 7, 1964. 
Senator WAYNE MORSE : God blesa you far 

standing up !or peace. You may be alone in 
the Senate. Not alone In the world, of par
ents. 

With respect, 
BERNARD BARUCH ZAKHEIM, 

MINNEAPOLIS, MINN., 
AUg1L$t 6, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: May th1B card be 
Just one of many thousands to tell you we 
support and agree with your views on VIet
nam. 

This seemB to be an unpopular view and 
I can't sign my name, but may you know 
we're proud of you for havlng the courage 
to speak out that our actions are som ething 
less tha.n honest or honorable. 

Keep up the good work. 

Los ANGELES, CALIF., 
August 1964. 

. DEAR Sm : Thank you for your sound, cou
rageous voice. Has everyone gone mad In 
Wa.shington? This Vietnam incident Is mad
ness, surely. You h a ve our deep gra titude. 

Respectfully, 
A SANE DEMOCRAT. 

WooDLAND HILLS, CALIF. 
Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
Senator from Oregon. 

DEAB Sm: I would like to thank you for 
your forthright stand on foreign ald and the 
war 6Jld our policy in southeast Asia. I beg 
and urge you to keep to your guns and con
tinue your fight. Foreign a.ld should be cut 
at least 50 percent. 

More power to you, and ma.y God's blessings 
be with you. 

Yours truly, 
RoBERT B. MARS. 

PALo ALTO, CALIF., 
A ugmt 6, 1964. 

DEAR SIR : I grea tly support your courage
ous stand on Vietnam and southeast Asia. 
Congratulations. 

What can I do to help? Do you r eceive any 
other congressional support? 

Yours truly, 
MICHAEL S . DUKE. 

SAN JUAN CAPISTRANO, CALIF., 
Au.g!U!t 5, 1964. 

You are not alone. I can't help much, as 
we are too Ignorant, though I read and dis
cuss and am in a sense well educated. Stay 
with it. . 

RUTH SHERRY. 
P .S.-Please put me on your m a !Hng list. 

WALLED LAKE, MrcH., 
Au gust 6, 1964 . 

DEAR SENATOR MoRsE : Congra.tulations on 
your determined stand last night on TV, op
posing the Tonkin incident political uproar 
to esca.late the Asia war. You are right; our 
ships had no business there in dubiously 
international waters, and their behavior was 
indeed provocative. Especially during ad
ministration threats to escalate the war to 
North Vietnam and even China. These are 
maneuvers by the U .S . war machine to look 
big to cover collapse, political and m!Htary, 
in Saigon. Can't you rally the loyal opposi
tion to block the elfort to get approval of 
Congress for these moves in a wa r Illegal 
f rom the start? 

You rs for U .S . sanity, 
R. P . BREDE. 

P ALO ALTO, CALIF., 
August 5, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I approve of your 
stand on Vietnam. I think it Is serious 
enough to be settled by U .N. South Viet
nam Government Is not democratic and may 

not have the people's support for U.S. mili
tary ald. It Is not becoming tor a democracy 
to give more than economic ald to military 
governments. We do not need to increase 
tensions by having warships in Gulf of Ton
kin. A nonnuclear government could send 
ald With U .N. help. 

Yours truly, 

Senator MORSE, 
Washington, D .O. 

BECKY MEYER. 

Los ANGELES, CALIF., 
August 7, 1964. 

DEAR Sm: Good for you for standing up 
against our involvement in the war in Viet
nam, which might, all too easily, become a. 
world catastrophe. 

We have far too much mllltary-1.e., 
planes, missiles, bombs-and we feel we must 
use them. How are we ever going to h a ve 
peace ? 

Let us continue the Geneva conference by 
all means, but ha.ve enough education and 
favorable publicity with tt, so that it wlll 
succeed. 

Sincerely yours, 
G EORGINE C. MOLNAR. 

NEW YoRK, N .Y., 
August 6, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : We gratefully sup
port your stand on VIetnam, the only sane 
voice In the halls of the mighty. Not all 
of the American people are applauding 
Presid ent Johnson's reckless race to war. 

Mr. and Mrs. SYLVAN LEVEY. 

DICKINSON, N. DAK., 
August 6 , 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR : How fl.ne it Is to have one 
in Washington who Is willing to be honest 
and admit that we too err. There Is no g~ 
from constant lies and they become most 
d angerous when we believe them. 

Ships in southeast As ia from the United 
States are aggressive. 

Sin cerely, 
P . W . CATON. 

NEW YORK, N.Y. 
DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Thank you Very 

much for your position on VIetnam. We 
should have withdrawn all members of the 
U .S . Armed Forces from South VIetnam long 
ago. 

JoHN H . CLARK. 

PACD'IC GROVE, CALIF. 
DEAR SENATOR : I like What you said When 

you said i t about VIetnam. 
V. PoPOVAC. 

BRONX, N .Y ., 
Augmt 6, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: My wife and I WOUld 
like to send to you our heartfelt expressions 
of appreciation for the very courageous op
position which you h.ave made against the 
extension of the war in VIetnam. You are, 
in essense, on the fl.rlng lines, and oniy 
through the unity of the few Congressmen 
such as you and "th1n.klng'' Americans can 
we end this suicidal path toward destruc
tion . 

T. RICHARDS. 

DEAR Sm (SENATOR): If President Johnson 
would oniy confer with you, instead of all 
people, GoLDWATER, on Vietnam. 

Cordially, 
ED H . BAUMGARTNER. 

AMARILLO, TEx., 
August 8, 1964. 

Wan t to congratulate you on the stand you 
took against the mob all voting bllndly for 
action in southeast Asia. 

I agree with you- the whole of Asia Is not 
worth one American life. Let's get our mill-

tary nearer home and out of the way of for
eign nations who wish to cause trouble. 

JosEPH N. LooP. 

AUGUST 6, 1964. 
DEAR SENATOR Moasz: We support your 

position on VIetnam. We would also support 
a southeast Asia. policy which would empha
size helping these nations help themselves in 
economic, cultural, and educational areas In
stead of in t he milit ary area. 

A. W . MARCH. 

SoUTHERN PINES, N.C .. , 
H i rosh ima Day, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .O. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : Thanks for your 
anti-war vote. Keep it up and after elec
tion maybe It could be policy-we can oniy 
hope. 

Wn.LIA!Il WHIT!IlAN. 

CORAL CABLES, FLA., 
August 7, 1964. 

Sena tor WAYNE MoRSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .O. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : I am proud of your 
courage in standing up for what you believe 
our policy should be in Vietnam. That 
shows real moral integrity. Even though you 
know you may be risking your political 
future you are taking a fl.rm stand on the 
side of justice. 

God bless you. 
Most sincerely, 

Mrs. PEARL C. EWALD. 

BRANDFORD, FLA., 
A u gust 6, 1964. 

Sena tor WAYNE MORSE, 
Serw.te Office Building, 
Washi ngton, D .O.: 

Heard your statement on television news 
last night re resolution requested by Presi
dent Johnson pertaining to U .S. air raid on 
North Vietnam. You clearly stated a view
point with whdch I agree 100 percent. I ap
precia te what you said, and the way you said 
it. Many thanks to you, Sir, for your state
ment to the news media on August 5 and 
also for your vote today against the resolu
tion favoring President Johnson's military 
action. 

Our people are slow to catch on to the 
behind the scene manipulations to maintain 
a series of military crisis to Influence elec
tions and favor certain segments of our so
ciety with the fruits of limited war in the 
form of economic gain; but they are waking 
up now. Maybe enough will awaken before 
it Is too late. 

I see no sense In our men dying in defense 
of people who apparently are not wllling to 
defend themselves. Our economic system 
Is rapidly evolving into communism- about 
as fast as possible without armed revolution. 
We would do well to spend our energies in 
search for peaceful solutions to our own 
domestic problems and maintain mllitary for 
our own d efense. 

JAMES D . McGREGOR. 

Senator WAYNE MoRsE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D .O.: 

NEw YoRK , N .Y. 

One of the boys who worked on this pic
ture said this Is a place where " nobody hurts 
nobody else." I wish our world were like 
that. 

As a m other and a settlement a rt teacher, 
I extend my heartiest thanks for your stand 
for peace and freedom in southeast Asia. I 
weep that there are not more in your camp. 
Please continue your courageous .fight. 

MART DIANE HALLECK. 
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in South Vietnam. We believe the avenue 
o! negotiation has not been exhausted and 
more effort through the United Nations 
should be made to get, a settlement. It is 
encouraging to know you are working along 
these lines and hope you will continue to 
do so. 

Yours sincerely, 

Senator WAYNE MoRsE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

HAROLD KAUF'FEL. 

ACTON, MAss., 
August 11, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MoRsE: Your courageous 
stand against the resolution (189)-grantlng 
the President the Congress power to declare 
war--deserves the gratitude and support of 
ail Americans. 

I am sure that pain!ully few of us realize 
that your vote and your convictions are more 
deeply loyal expressions of faith !n the 
American !deal than any amount of super
patriotism. Those of us who do appreciate 
your stand-and who wish we could say so 
ln a politically useful way-must be content 
to thank you, and help widen your nation
wide constituency. I am one such and, 

Yours sincerely and gratefully, 
ELIZABETH H. BOARDMAN. 

Mn.WAUK.EE, Wrs., 
August 12, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MoRsE: Please accept this as 
a thank you for your stand against Johnson 
over the Vietnam question. 

I've followed you in the news and can feel 
your decisions are very gOOd. 

Wlll you extend my wishes to your Alaskan 
colleague for his stand with you. 

Sincere wishes, 
JOE MEIDL. 

HOLLYWOOD, CALIF., 
August 9, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: In thiS wave of war 
hysteria for Vietnam you are one of the few 
calm minds of major importance taking an 
extremely brave stand against a majority 
that seems to be driven by pol!t!cal pressure 
mainly. It is a sad and dangerous fact, but 
I feel sure that a large portion of people here 
and around the world agree with your stand 
on this extremely dangerous Issue and have 
learned !rom previous war experience that 
no war will bring any gain yet terrible de
struction. (I spent the last "minor, conven
tional" war as a young girl in Hamburg, Ger
many.) Immediate negotiations through the 
United Nations could st111 change the 
course-help in form of food, clothing, hous
ing, rebu!lding of the economy, etc .. !n South 
and North Vietnam would defeat the enemy 
fast. 

In support of your most important fight tQ 
prevent more disastrous consequences I have 
taken part In the Hiroshima memorial vigil 
!n Los Angeles and sent telegrams to Presi
dent L. B. Johnson and Senators THOMAS 
KUCHEL, PIERRE SALINGER, J. W. FULBRIGHT, 
and HUBERT HUMPHREY. 

May I use this opportunity to thank you 
most sincerely for the great service you are 
doing all peace-loving people. May the 
commonsense prevail again that has pre
vented an outbreak of a major war !n other 
critical situations. 

Yours gratefully, 
TAMARA MERZBACH. 

PONTIAC, MICH., 
August 8,1964. 

DEAR SENATOR WAYNE MORSE: The exulta
tion I felt for your opposition to the "tide of 
reactlory' during thi"'_present crisis, leaves 
me some hope that perhaps Insanity hasn't 
invaded all of us. President Johnson's 

reasons !or taking drastic measures In Viet
nam leaves me absolutely "cold": Our war
ships have absolutely no business flirting and 
harrasslng the North Vietnamese. Our mlll
tary leaders must have taken a page from 
"Dr. Strangelove," and have decided for the 
American people what action should be tak
en, and our "great" President only explained 
the action as conforming to our "defense" 
policies. Forgive me, but I cannot help be
Ing sarcastic when all reason has disap
peared from the American scene • • • except 
your reasoning. A hope, a small light, a glim
mer, that's all that remains. What's left for 
me? for you? for a small segment of think
ing Americans? What's left? I dare not 
explore this matter further because what I 
fear, may become a reality. Therefore, I must 
take courage that all cannot be for naught, 
that someday, somehow, reason and truth 
will be once again restored amongst us, be
cause we willed !t so, and that no one can 
put !t asunder, and endanger the lives of 
any one citizen let alone the entire American 
people. 

You, Mr. MoRSE, should be highly com
mended among the great men of our times 
and I hope that your voice and mine and 
others shall never be st!lled un t!l reasoll has 
been restored to this mad, mad, world. 

With great respect and admiration, 
Very truly yours, 

MARGARET E. BECOVICH. 
P.S.-Please forgive the mistakes. My 

typewriter is !n poor shape and so am I. 
However, I want you to know that I am at 
your service U something should come up 
which I could in any way help. I !eel that 
I am your friend and I want to be your 
friend when you need me. 

CEDAR FALLS, IOWA, 
August 11, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MoRSE, 
U.S. Senate Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I was glad to see 
that you did not join the stampede to give 
Johnson his war declaration. 

In my opinion, Congress is entirely too 
war eager for the good of this Republic. 

Cordially, 
F. B. PARKS. 

MT. RAINIER, MD., 
August 11, 1964. 

The Honorable WAYNE MoRSE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Your statements be
fore the Senate regarding Vietnam were ap
preciated by at least this American. Though 
you may be a voice crying !n the Wilderness, 
there are some !n that w!lderness who hear. 

- Sincerely, 
Mrs. MARIE G. ALI. 

DETROIT, MICH., 
August 9, 1964. 

MY DEAR SENATOR: I am a grandma with a 
lively Interest In the world of affairs: Presi
dents, politicians, unemployment--and world 
peace. 

I have a B.A. in education and an M.A. !n 
economics: earned In the dark 1930's, also 35 
story credits at WXYZ, an ABC affiliate studio 
here. I've taught vocal music, harmony, 
plano, and conducted a cappella choirs. Stu
dents of mine teach ln universities, play !n 
big name bands, publish their creative opuses 
and make hit records. I've had a rewarding 
career. 

Now that I'm retired and my family (hus
band and son) deceased, I try to stay abreast 
of public figures and their contributions to 
this war-weary, blundering family of nations. 
I Intrude on your valuable time (U this 
gets past your stalf of secretaries) to make 
a contribution as seen from the distaff point 
of view, relative to your TV interview and 
suspicion of L .B.J.'s honor, horsesen~e. or 

trustworthiness In the face of attack on the 
United States of America. 

Many people--women and men-feel con
fident that the late John Kennedy had a 
truer bead on him than yours, or he'd not've 
openly selected L.B.J. as his runn!ngmate in 
1960. Not one word ever spoken, or written, 
by Mr. Johnson Indicates that he'd rush 
American boys into the maw of war due to 
Joss of face, hurt pride, impatience, or self
importance. He only seeks to cut tape !! the 
Vietnam crisis worsened. Of course, cutting 
short the time-consuming argument and 
debate among males in Congress who are 
charmed by the sound of their own voices-
on both sides o! that aisle--may lose disgrun
tlement so much so that they feel sold short 
or something. 

The price of White House status is the 
real "American tragedy"; assassination or 
wastless punishment of a human being who 
isn't necessarily superman. In years past, 
Senator, when you played political maverick, 
to the secret delight of kindred American 
spirits, and brushed off popular opinion, you 
had more admirers, many of whom were re
cently disillusioned by your anti-Johnson 
"warning," which had absolutely no basis !n 
fact for average Americans. 

Everyone's reflexes and judgments suffer J 

from the inroads of time, Mr. &enator, So-o-o, 
haven't you chosen-at a time when our 
beset leader most sorely needs a maximum o! 
trust and loyalty-to be "different" merely 
to be dltl'erent? 

Reflex action versus serious thought? 
A rut o! habit now easier to make deeper, 

than not? 
At this late date, !s !t not a pity to becloud 

your "sincere indiv!dual:!st" image by that 
of a senUe, crotchetty oddball? It the 
GOP's candidate were !n L.B.J.'s sorry, un
sought d!lemma, I'd agree with you 994'\ioo 
percent. He'd "misquote" us smack dab 
into an atomic holocaust. 

That even saving precious time In a crisis 
!s not worth endowing an impulsive, self
righteous, self-important, self-made power
seeker with rights to wage unprovoked 
war, even !f Commander In Chief-God for
bid. 

I and a lot of women would wager their 
right arms that our man in the White House 
!s too dead serious about preserving the 
peace, to allow America to go down In his
tory as a trigger-happy aggressor; no better 
than the Reds who Jack all sense of honor or 
ethics--and l!e, I!e, lie, to sell their ideology 
to southeast Asia's ignorant, idle, hungry 
people--or wherever hunger rules and fear 
stalks. 

Don't you owe LBJ a reconsidered retrac-
tion? 

You'd be a bigger, better, man for !t. 
(Not judged a modern-day Judas.) 
The GOP has had its own Bobby Bakers 

(Sinclair and the Teapot Dome, Its Billy Sol 
Estes--offshore o!l rights and the steel "gray 
market," after V-J Day)-so should hesitate 
to cast the first stone, as they say, yet they 
will. 

Why not give logic and objectivity a 
chance? 

Sincerely, 
RUTH MOFFAT. 

BERKELEY, CALIF., 
August 5,1964. 

SENATOR MORSE: I wish to address myself 
to a. major problem, one which I think you 
might well have thought seriously or. I am 
writing to you, instead of some other Sena
tor, because I respect the fact that you have 
not passively followed the Johnson adm!n!s
trat!on as have most other Democrats. I am 
a Democrat myself and do have serious reser
vations In the course taken by the current 
administration, particularly !n foreign pol
icy. 

Usually, I do not write letters. because they 
are almost always answered by secretaries 
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and the Senator does not receive the commu
nication himself. This is part of the prob
lem I hope to outline. I sincerely hope that 
you will personally have time to read and 
acknowledge this letter, as I think it covers 
a. problem, possibly the moot Important in 
today's United States. 

To begin with, I am in complete agree
ment with you, that our forces should be 
taken out of VIetnam, then if any action is 
to be taken, It must be exercised by the 
United Nations. However, after the happen
ings of the past few days, it may be too late 
for us to withdraw. The Red Chinese have 
accused the United States with fabricating 
the attacks on an American destroyer. I do 
not know how much truth may be attached 
to this accusation, but I do think the retalia
tory action taken by this country was un
called for a.nd too severe. 

There are many other measures that we 
could have adopted short of this serious re
vengeful method, which might have brought 
resul~onference, inquiry, protests, etc. 

I am in opposition to such policies of our 
Government. I know many other people 
who feel the same way. The most galling 
and frustrating part of our situation is that 
us "little old" citizens have nothing to say. 
We vote !or the presidential candidates put 
before us or we do not vote. I! we write Con
gressman, our letters are answered on form 
letters and filed in wastebaskets, and often 
put on the "crank" list, if they are ra.dical 
in nature. What can a citizen do, when he 
has an honest complaint? He Is powerless, 
helpless to express his will against the over
powering monopoly on voice and will and 
thought, exercised by otu Government. I 
know you have addressed yourself to this 
most important problem before, and hence I 
write to you . 

I cannot sit back and watch others deter
mine my future and maybe make decisions 
which will cost me my ll!e in a nuclear war. 
I cannot passively accept this as my fate . 
But what can I do and what can ot hers like 
me do? We are shouted down like Rocke
feller before the screaming hordes which 
determine policy and too often, control. 

It appears to me that the action taken, 
!or instance, in South Vietnam yesterday and 
today, might very well be a political strategy 
by President Johnson to win in November, 
something which Is not so certain as many 
would have us believe. GoLDWATER has 
strength, and I am horrified when I even 
contemplate the possibility of his being our 
President. I am not in favor of many of the 
policies of President Johnson, but I would 
vote for him in a second, just to defeat 
GoLDWATER. I have no other choice. But if 
Johnson Is playing with our lives in south
east Asia, as Is very possible, I would find 
it most dillicult to support him, either. 

What can intellectuals and other con
cerned citizens do today in this country to 
make themselves heard, listened to, and to 
help make policy and decisions? President 
Kennedy was one intellectual who did do 
something concrete along these lines, I be
lieve, but there are too few of these people in 
public life. 

I sincerely hope you m ay find time, from 
your busy schedule, to answer me personally 
concerning this vital matter, which, to use 
a womout cliche, Is a matter of life or death. 
Thank you very much for your consideration. 

Sincerely yours, 

Hon . WAYNE L . MoRsE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

MICHAEL YALE. 

NEW YORK, N .Y. 
August 6, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MoRSE : I agree wholeheart
edly with you and your comments as report-

ed by the New York Times or today, and 
compliment you on your cotuage to state 
your view. 

Most sincerely, 

Senator WAYNE MoRSE, 
Senate Office BuiLding, 
Washington, D .C. 

ANNA GOTTFRAIS. 

LoNG IsLAND, N.Y. 

DEA!I SENATOR MORSE : We are fully In 
agreement with your position against in
volvement in Vietnam. Who appointed us 
policemen for the world? This matter 
should be h andled through the United States. 

It Is terrible to think that so many lives 
of our boys should be risked in a place where 
we really have no right to be. 

God ble.ss you for your courage and In
tegrity . 

Sincerely and gratefully, 
Mrs . ALFREDO VALENTE. 

THE CIVIL WAR IN VIETNAM : BACKGROUND AND 
PROSPECTS 

THE UNITED STATES IS HEAVILY INVOLVED IN 
SOUTH VIETNAM 

The recent events In the Bay of Tonkin 
have brought the world once again to the 
brink of disast er. It was easily predictable 
that the ever-increasing military interven
tion of the United states in the unhappy 
Vietnamese c!vll war would inevitably lead 
to open conflict between U.S. forces and those 
of North Viet nam. 

Amidst the whirl of charges and counter
charges as to which side provoked the crisis, 
the overriding goal must be immediate nego
tiations to defuse the explosive situation. 

Perhaps never before bas the United States 
been in a more untenable politcial, moral, 
and m!Utary dilemma. than the one which 
now confronts u s in the steaming jungles 
and the rice paddles of South Vietnam. 

There--despite ollicial denials of our com
bat involvement , despite short-lived bursts 
of exuberance over minor skirmishes, despite 
loud assertions that we are supporting re
sponsible government and freedom against 
Communist subversion- the great and pow
erful United Sta tes Is rapidly losing respect 
and influence, men and money, dignity 'and 
maneuverabl!lty. 

Despite American casualties in the hun
dreds and expenditures In hundreds of mU
Iions, the U.S . mUltary and political position 
In South Vietnam is becoming Increasingly 
desperate, and our frustrated military lead
ers are calling for "escalation" of the war, 
which meal\5, essentially, using nuclear 
weapons and getting on with World War m . 

Such hysteria is eloquent confirmation of 
the administration 's most poorly kept 
secret : that 16,000 crack U.S. mllltary "ad
visers" and 250,000 South Vietnam military 
forces , suppor ted by extensive U .S. arms and 
chemical warfare techniques, can achieve no 
more than a s t a lemate, and possibly not 
even tha t , aga inst some 25,000 ragged guer
r11la fighters. Obviously, these guerrillas 
must be receiving tremendous aid and sup
port from South Vietnam's civilian popula
tion. Hundreds of thousands , perhaps mil
lions, of South Vietnamese are not only 
refusing to support their Government, they 
are actively opposing lt. Unfortunately, 
they are perm.ltted no ot her channel for 
registering opposition to their Government 
than that of giving support to the guerrU!as. 
Thus the Vietnam war is essentially a civil 
war. As Senator WAYNE MORSE of the U.S . 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee says : 
' 'There are no Chinese in South Vietnam. 
There are no Russian soldiers In South Viet
nam. The only foreign soldiers In South 
Vietnam are U.S. soldiers." (March 25, 
1964.) 

HOW DID THE UNITED STATES GET INTO SUCH A 
LUDICROUS POSITION? 

It was In 1954 that the U.S. interest In 
South VIetnam, as well as in neighboring 
Laos and Cambod.la, began In earnest. 
After almost 8 years of frustrating hide
and-seek warfare with VIetnamese guerrilla 
forces, the exhausted French gave up the 
struggle to retain their colonies in Indo
china and joined with eight Interested na
tions to negotiate a cease-fire agreement at 
Geneva. The temporary partitioning of 
Vietnam into Communist and "democratic" 
portions, pending nationwide elections, was 
.the most significant provision of the con
ference agreements. 

Fearful of the alleged " vacuum" crea ted 
by the French defeat and withdrawal , the 
U.S. Government handpicked a leader for 
the newly independent "democratic" South 
Vietnam and promptly committed the re
sources and prestige of the United States to 
bulldlng a "free and independent" South 
Vietnam to serve as a bulwark against the 
spread of communism and as a model ex
ample of what a new society could achieve 
by alining Itself with the United Sta.tes. 

Unfortunately, the virtual impossibility of 
implementing such a program In that lo
callt y and at tha t juncture of history was 
not realized by our st atesmen, due in large 
measure to our abysmal ignorance of that 
part of the world (e .g ., when the author 
was preparing for his assignment to Indo
china ·in 1955, it was impossible to find 
Americans in Washington who h ad extensive 
firsthand experience in that area) . This un
realistic policy was further hindered by 
clumsy execution. Our choice of Mr. Diem 
as the leader for South VIetnam proved to 
be disastrous as he and his corrupt and 
dictat orial family quickly came to symbol
Ize precisely the sort of tryranny against 
which our efforts were meant to be directed . 

Widespread disaffection developed which 
b ad its origins in a variety of factors . Popu
lar discontent with the cruel and oppressive 
tactics of the Diem government was rein
forced by religious and sectional grievances. 
The excessive economic dependence of the 
new government on massive injections of 
U.S . aid, and the resultant attachment of 
South Vietnam so completely to the U.S. 
global political strategy, offended the sensi
tive nationalism of the Vietnamese people. 
Diem's negative responses to repea ted over
tures from the north for establlshment o! 
trade and other relations, and his refusal to 
hold the elections for unification in 1956 
as outlined In the cease-fire agreements, fur
ther aggravated the dissatisfaction with the 
government and, by extension, with the 
United States, whose hand was widely be
lieved to be directing government policy. 
Not surprisingly, Communist North Viet
nam, once she had succeeded in bringing a 
measure of order to her own shattered econ
omy, proceeded to a dd to the agitation and 
disorder which was engulfing the govern
ment of the south. 

The Diem government responded to criti
cism and opposl tlon by adopting a pollcy of 
crushing those whose views did not coincide 
with Its own, or labeling them as "Com
munists"---a pollcy which has been sub
stantially followed by its successors. The 
rationale, offered by the U.S. State Depart
ment for its continuing support of the auto
cra tic and unpopular Diem regime and its 
successors, was that they, like ourselves, are 
Intensely dedicated to fighting the Com
munists-an observation which totally 
Ignores the obvious fact that, if their people 
reject them, their fierce dedica tion is of llttle 
a vail . · 

THE U.S. BUILDUP COMMENCES 
By 1960 sizable portions of South VIetnam 

were under the control of anti-Government 
forces. In 1961 the decision was made to 
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introduce a major American mllltary pres
ence Into Vietnam. By 1962 there were 
estimated to be upward of 16,000 American 
military forces stationed there, equipped 
with enormous supplies of U.S. military gad
getry for themselves as well as for the swollen 
Vietnamese Army. 

Enthusiastic U.S. support was provided for 
a variety of Inhuman pacification tactics of 
dubious etrectiveness. Entire rural com
munities were arbitrarily resettled in prison
like camps to prevent their providing succor 
to the rebellious forces. New chemical-war
fare tactics, Introduced to defoliate wooded 
areas, had the side effect of destroying crops, 
a fact which did not deter us from using 
them. Brut::l.l tortures and the burning of 
entire villages were undertaken as a means 
of extracting information about VIetcong 
and other rebels from sympathetic peasants. 
Practices, whose cruelty revolts civllized men 
and which must certainly be considered 
"crimes against humanity" if that term has 
any meaning whatsoever, becn.me standard 
procedure. 

Not surprisingly, the more destructive and 
grotesque the combat tactics, the greater be
came the resentment of the local peasantry 
which had to bear the wrath of both antag
onists (more than 80 percent of Vietnam's 
population Is rural). The area of the country 
under rebel control continued to increase, 
and the nmnber of guerrilla recruits to the 
rebels' cause grew to the currently estimated 
25,000, with sympathizers, perhaps running 
Into the mllllons, providing food and shelter. 
Defections from the South Vietnamese Army 
itself have become increasingly a problem, 
and most of the rebels' weapons are reported 
to consist of U.S. arms which have been 
captured by, sold, or given to the rebel forces . 

WHAT IS THE U.S. IMAGE IN VIETNAM? 

There is, of course, no way to distinguish 
pro- from anti-Government sympathizers 
amongst the local populace. The tall, fair
skinned Americans are the only obvious in
truders, a fact which gives eloquent credibil
ity to the widespread charge that we are the 
new colonlallsts. 

To the Vietnamese who watch their coun
try being ravaged and their people being 
mutilated by the airpower and mysterious 
chemical agents which we have supplied, the 
Idea that the United States may be using 
Vietnamese territory to achieve American 
objectives becomes increasingly convincing. 
Our protestations that we are fighting for 
Uberty ring hollow when It Is only by the 
force of U.S. support that the unpopular 
South Vietnamese governments have been 
able to achieve and retain power. Our ex
hortations that communism must be de
feated seem irrelevant in an area where other 
foes are much more tangible. More recently, 
our talk of introducing nuclear weapons 
awakens latent memories with racist over
tones potentially more explosive than the 
A-bomb Itself. U.N Secretary General U 
Thant, himself a Burmese, even felt obllged 
to warn the United States of how such a 
decision would be viewed by Asians. He said: 
"Such action is sure to generate widespread 
resentment and bitter criticism, particularly 
from quarters which so far have not been very 
vocal, and have not been very outspoken re
garding the situation in southeast Asia. In 
1945, when atomic bombs were dropped over 
Hiroshin1a and Nagasaki in J apan, there was 
a widespread feeling in many parts of Asia 
that these deadly atomic bombs were dropped 
on Japanese cities because the J apanese were 
nonwhites." 

The American public has been intentional
ly victimized throughout this entire adven
ture. The genuine complexity of the situa
tion has been made particularly unintel11gible 
by distorted reporting and a partial blackout 
on news from the area, apparently at the 
Instigation of Washington authorities. Ac
cording to a recent New York Times editorial 

(July 29, 1964), "the Government's nega
tive--indeed repressive and distorted-news 
po!lcies obscured both the purposes and 
progress of the war. The publlc was not only 
misinformed by Government spokesmen but 
unpalatable facts were withheld and the 
truth subverted ." The shifting pronounce
ments and blatant contradictions of Secre
tary McNamara have exasperated Members 
of the senate as well as the press and tile 
publlc. Optimism and gloom have played 
tag in olliclal Washington views since early 
1961. Troop cutbacks have been made, only 
to be reversed within a few months. Mc
Namara's predictions, reiterated as recently 
as February 1964, of essentially total U.S. 
milltary withdrawal by 1965, have been re
placed by an announcement (July 27, 1964) 
of a 5,000-man Increase in our Vietnam mill
tary mission and by talk of 20 more years 
of warfare. 

Similar contradictions can be found be
tween the sympathetic support which rebel 
forces obviously receive from the rural popu
lace throughout South Vietnam and the 
claim of Premier General Khanh that "the 
people have called tor the war to be carried 
to the North." Guerrilla insurgents can suc
ceed only when the surrounding population 
provides them aid and cover, a fact which 
accounts both for the success of the rebel 
forces in the South and the failure of at
tempts to carry out subversion in the North. 
Speculating on the wisdom of U.S.-spons
orcd infiltration of the North, the New York 
Times' military speclallst, Hanson Baldwin, 
said: "The population of North Vietnam is 
unlikely to be friendly." Actually, the com
mander of South Vietnam's Air Force an
nounced at a press conference on July 22, 
1964, In the presence of top-ranking U .S. 
ollicers, that combat teams have been infil
trated inside North Vietnam for at least 3 
years, with no apparent success. 

Massive aerial attack on North Vietnam, 
on the other hand, requires no popular sup
port whatsoever. At the same press confer
ence on July 22, Air Commodore Ky an
nounced that 30 pilots had been specially 
trained to bomb North Vietnam. "We could 
go this afternoon," he said. "I cannot as
sure you that all of North Vietnam would 
be destroyed, but Hanoi would certainly be 
destroyed ." 

The extent of the direct involvement of the 
north In the Insurgency activities has in fact 
been a subject of considerable disagreement 
among knowledgeable observers. As recently 
as March 1964, Pulltzer Prize w!nn1ng report
er David Halberstam, of the New York Times, 
reported: "The war is largely a conflict of 
southerners fought on southern land. No 
capture of North Vietnamese in the south 
has come to l!ght • • *" By mid-1964 
charges of actual Intervention of North Viet
namese military forces in the southern strug
gle were being heard with increasing frequen
cy. Although not yet substantiated, should 
such reports in fact prove true they would 
certainly indicate a widening of the frame
work within which this civil war is being 
fought. Key U.S . leaders have admitted, 
however, that aerial bombardment of North 
Vietnam would, by itself, be unllkely to Im
prove substantially the situation in the 
south. 

There are also significant byproducts which 
deserve serious consideration with respect to 
bombing North Vietnam. Such an action 
would further fasten upon the United States 
the !mage of unprO\'oked destroyer of Asian 
peoples and their property. It would accel
erate the conversion of Vietnamese Nation
alists to pro-Communists, a shift which our 
obtu se policy has been accomplishing in the 
south for quite some time. Furthermore, 
such an attack would push North Vietnam 
firmly Into the arms of China to which she 
would obviously have to turn for support. 
Thus we would accomplish for the Chinese 
the very objective which they have so far 

not achieved for themselves: the expansion 
of Chinese power far south Into the Indo
china peninsula. 

WHY DO WE REMAIN IN SOUTH VIETNAM? 

In their more candid moments our lead
ers argue that, ugly as the situation may be, 
U.S. prestige in Asia is at stake in South 
Vietnam and can be salvaged only by vic
tory. Although It is true that our prestige 
has suffered seriously, it does Ilot follow that 
any sort of conventional "victory" is likely 
or even possible. In such circumstances 
prudence may dictate that avoidance of fur
ther humiliating defeat is the best means of 
"saving face." 

A fundamental consideration is needed of 
just what "victory" means In the Vietnam
ese context. The war is not a conventional 
one of armies and battlefiields. Neither is it 
a simple struggle of international commu
nism against capitalism, as some of our dem
agogic leaders assert. Nor yet is it merely the 
current installment of the historic struggle 
between imperial China and her small neigh
bors. Certainly both the ideological and the 
imperialistic factors are Involved to a degree . 
Basically, the VIetnamese war is a clvll con
filet with a strong nationalistic base. There 
is little for foreigners to "win" in such a 
confilct, short of destroying perhaps a m a
jority of the Vietnamese people, it is unllkely 
that we will ever succeed in molding a 
Vietnam tailored to American desires. 

It is pitiful and frightening that our lead
ers Insist upon ignoring these domestic 
roots of the civil war In South Vietnam. We 
seem unable to realize that killing Vietnam
ese people and destroying their homes in
creases rather than reduces their hostility 
to us. our utter failure to grasp this obvious 
fact was demonstrated by our former Am
bassador to Vietnam, Henry Cabot Lodge, 
when he was asked upon his return to the 
United States how the war would end . "It 
will end when there aren't any more Viet
cong insurgents," he said. "That doesn't 
mean that they're all dead. It means they've 
decided not to be Vietcong any more. And 
the reason they decide not to be Vietcong 
any more is that it's t oo dangerous--they're 
Hable to be killed." (The New York Times, 
June 28, 1964.) 

Even were our might to prevall in South 
Vietnam's civil war , the presence of neigh
boring China, with over a quarter of the 
world's people, would make futile the attempt 
to create a stable and peaceful southeast 
Asia. We cannot Ignore China 's existence 
and its natural interest in any political set
tlement in that area. There is, of course, a 
school of thought which views Vietnam as 
merely one outpost in a strategic chain of 
installations which the United States is con
structing for the purpose of meeting Red 
China head-on. Vast jet facilities and sup
porting bases, far surpassing conceivable re
quirements for actions restricted only to 
Vietnam, are being prepared there to comple
ment similar installations in Thailand. In 
this view, Vietnam is only a rehearsal and 
staging area for the real confrontation which 
Is yet to come. Ignoring the military futility 
of such crucial installations in a region likely 
to be so hostile as to render sabotage or cap
ture by enemy forces almost inevitable, one 
is appalled by the cynicism of this attitude 
as well as by the horror of its immorality. 

THE PEOPLE CANNOT BE FOOLED FOREVER 

Many people are becoming increasingly 
restive over the situation. A number of our 
allies have attempted to disassociate them
selves from our actions in South VIetnam. 
France has openly advocated neutralism for 
the Indochinese states and has accepted the 
fact that China must be recognized and dealt 
with as a power in the area If conditions are 
ever to be stablllzed. Our efforts to con
vince our other NATO partners to support 
our Vietnam pollcy have met with little sym
pathy. The majority of Asian nations shy 
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away !rom taking a positive stand on either 
side of the conillct, many of them malntain
ing relations with both Vietnams and avoid
ing public comment about the civ11 war. 
However, neighboring Cambodia's Prince 
Sihanouk, who has had phenomenal success 
with a neutralist policy, has long predicted 
a victory for the Vietnamese rebel forces. 
U Tha.nt has sald that "millta.ry methods will 
not bring about peace in South Vietnam," 
and he suggested that the Geneva agreements 
might profital!lly be revived. 

Here in om country, protest against the 
official policy tn South Vietnam has been in
creasing as news reporting !rom Vietnam has 
fought Itself somewhat free of the strictures 
imposed by the Department ot Defense and 
as public opinion has begun to react to the 
frequent contradictions and sharp reversals 
In the administration's own accounts of what 
Is taking place. 

The ever-Increasing magnitude o! our ex
pendttures Is also a growing cause of con
cern among both administration supporters 
and opponents. Sena~or DmKSEN, in pre
dicting that the $1 ~ million of ald per da.y 
to South Vietnam would shortly rise to $2 
mllllon, complained that in Sonth Vietnam 
Itself: "We appear to have made no real 
progress." Other citizen groups have ex
pressed abhorrence at our country's so com
pletely subsidizing and dominating the ecoll.
omy of another nation, Including paying the 
salaries of Its army. This Is indeed a type 
of "invisible" colonialism which, neverthe
less, becomes quite visible in Washington's 
outrage whenever the South Vietnam Gov
ernment unilaterally decides to embark on 
a course of action of Its own choosing. 

In 1963 some 17,000 ministers o! all faiths 
protested to President Kennedy against 
support of the dictatorial Vietnam Gov
ernment and the Immorality af our chemi
cal-warfare tactics against the Vietnamese 
people. More recently 5,000 college and 
university professors have presented a pe
tition to the State Department asking that 
the VIetnamese war be ended and VIetnam 
neutrai!zed. 

In the U.S. Senate several Senators con
sistently protest "Secretary McNamara's 
war," although their statements are gen
erally not reported by the mass media. 
Curiously, th~s group includes both Senators 
from Alaska, one of the States most sensi
tive to political developments in the Pacific 
region generally. Alaska's Senator GRUEN
ING recently declared: "The time has come 
to eea.se the useless and senseless losses of 
American lives In an area not essential to 
the security of the United States. This Is a 
fight which Is not our fight, into which we 
should not have gotten in the first place. 
The time to get out is now, before the fur
ther loss o! American l!ves." 

WHAT HAPPENS IF WE PlJLL OUT? 

Certainly !or Americans or !or any for
eigners to plan and impose a peace policy on 
the Vietnamese people would be as pre
sumptuo1:1S, as objectionable, and as fool
hardy a.s has been our practice of imposing 
a war policy on them. Satisfactory terms 
upon which a settlement may be reached can 
be decided only by themselves, for theirs Is 
basically a clv1J war with myriad nuances 
only dimly comprehended by outsiders. In
dications are that the South Vietnamese 
people are lnte{ested primarily in ending the 
war. It Is we who are most concerned about 
winning lt. Unfortunately, the succession of 
U.S.-backed governments in South Vietnam 
has ruthlessly repressed open expression o! 
such sentiments, and General Kbanb has 
even staged demonstrations and attackll on 
the French Embassy to symbolize his peo
ple's alleged hostllity to a neutralist solu
tion. Buddhist leaders have been con
demned for suggesting neutralization and 
politicians known to support neutralism are 
In exile or In prison. Under such conditions 
It 1s o bvlous that a genuine reflection o! 

popular wishes can be obtained only when 
the United States decides to stand aside and 
permit all contending factions to vie for 
popular support. 

Admittedly, 1! there Is sufficient support 
for them among the people, Communist ele
ments might well gain control o! a freely 
elected government, a !act of ll!e which we 
should be prepared to !ace. There is, how
ever, considerable evidence that a genuinely 
representative South VIetnam Government, 

. whether Communist or non-Communist, 
would opt for peace and neutrality, perhaps 
under international guarantees. It Is also 
likely that North Vietnam, or even a Com
muniSt-oriented, unltl.ed Vietnam, would 
welcome an opportunity to minimize Its de
pendence on China, the historical "imperial
Ist" of Asia. Consolidation o! the comple
mentary economies of North and South Viet
nam would help to accomplish this by ,per
mitting the Southern rice 8Urplua to fill the 
North's rice deficit, at the same time c&tering 
to the nationalistic paulon which so domi
nates Vietnamese thought. The recent fis
sures In the Communist bloc suggest that 
nationalism will increa.singly assert itself 
over monotheistic communism, and a unified 
or federated Vletnrun would enjoy much 
greater maneuverab!llty to pursue such a 
course. 

The precise form which any negotiated 
solution might take can hardly be predicted 
at this time. Public statements by the Na
tional Liberation Front, spokesman !or the 
bulk of the Insurgent forces, concentrate 
on demands for a cessation of U.S. inter
vention in South Vietnam affairs. Accord
Ing to Georges Chaffard of Le Monde, the 
Front favors a neutral belt to include South 
Vietnam, Cambodia, and Laos and does not 
want South Vietnam to become dependent 
upon North Vietnam. Other rebel elements, 
more closely oriented toward North Vietnam, 
give high priority to unification of the coun
try. 

The continuing crisis in neighboring Laos 
cannot be settled until there has been a set
tlement in VIetnam, nor are our touchy rela
tions with Cambodia likely to Improve so 
long as we obstruct efforts to bring peace 
along her frontier. Cambodia has twice 
complained to the U.N. about U.S. violations 
of her border: First, charging that Americans 
participated In a bombing mission which 
killed 17 Cambodians, and second, charging 
us with the aerial spraying of destructive 
chemicals over Cambodian territory. Such 
Incidents do us no good but great harm; 
they could even serve to Ignite a major con-
filet. . 

The Idea of reconvening the 1954 Geneva 
Conference which ended the French-Indochi
nese confilct has been revived periodically, 
most recently by U Thant (.July 9, 1964). 
The U.S. response to this suggestion has been 
essentially that until the existing agreements 
are respected no purpose would be served 
by another conference. 

Considerable doubt is cast on the sincerity 
of this response in view of the well-known 
fact that some of the most blatant violations 
of the Geneva accords have been committed 
by the United States or with its encourage
ment. Probably the most crucial term of the 
Geneva cease-tire agreement was the pro
vision for nationwide unifying elections to 
be held by .June 1956. The South Vietnam 
Government, correctly afraid that It would 
lose such an election, If !or no other reason 
than Its smaller population, adamantly re
fused to honor this provision in 1956, and has 
steadfastly continued to refuse to permit uni
fication elections despite periodic demands 
for these elections by the North (both South 
Vietnam and the United States hide behind 
the technically correct claim that they never 
signed the Geneva agreements). Other pro
visions of the agreement prohibited the in
troduction into Vietnam of any additional 
military personnel (art. 16) or armament 

(art. 17) and forbade the establishment 
of new military bases (art. 18). By 1956 
both North and South VIetnam had been 
found guilty o! violating these conditions. 
The massive bllildup of U.S. !orees in 1961, 
Including the construction o! jet air bases, 
was all done in knowing violation o! this 
agreement. 

Onother approach has been that of Gen
eral De Gauna. He proposes that the United 
States, the U.S.S.R., China, and France with
draw from Indochina and that a maseive eco
nomic and technical aid program be substi
tuted !or the fighting. This proposal, and 
indeed the entire Idea o! taking the Viet
nameee conillct to the conference table, was 
summarily rejected by President Johnson 
(press conference, .July 24, 1964) within 24 
hours after the General suggested it. Such 
haste Indicated a rigid and unthinking 
response. 

Any course o! action Is risky, but almost 
none ts more risky than the one we are fol
lowing. As mature individuals Americans 
must realize that we cannot dictate to every 
corner o! the globe, nor do we win respect for 
ourselves by brandishing our nuclear arsenal 
whenever we cannot have our way. Forces 
in existence before the discovery o! North 
America, as well as forces as fresh as post
World War II nationalism, are at work in the 
Vietnamese conflict. An American-backed 
unrepresentative government can tempo
ra.rily distort the relative strengths of these 
forces, but until they are allowed to assert 
themselves and to find their support among 
a free population, unchecked e-uerrilla. war
fare, accompanied by a political instablllty 
which cannot be restricted to VIetnam's 
border, will continue to sap U.S. energies and 
prestige, to Irritate U.S. politics, both do
mestic and International, to aggravate the 
racial polarization o! the world, and to stoke 
the fiames of World War III. 

AUGUST 1964. 
At a meeting of 20 national voluntary civic 

affairs, church, labor, and peace organiza
tions, some of which a.re not formal partici
pants in the Turn Toward Peace effort, it 
was agreed and stressed that U.S. citizens 
do not have, and do not receive, adequate 
information on the situation in Vietnam and 
southeast Asia. Turn Toward Peace was 
asked to help provide and distribute such 
Information. Turn Toward Peace does not 
itself take substantive positions but offers 
Its channels for the distribution of respon
sible materials on war/peace Issues. It Is 
making this paper available to provide back
ground and to stimulate the discussion neces
sary to a peaceful solution of the Vietnam 
crisis. 

Senator WAYNE MoasE. 
DEAR Ma. MoRsE: I support your stand on 

Vietnam. I !eel strongly that the way to 
settle International disputes a:nd questions 
Is by negotiation and not by military inter
vention as the United States has done. 

I am encouraged that the U.N. Is going to 
invite both North and South Vietnam to air 
their differences. Perhaps this will lead to 
a peaceful settlement of the dirty and bitter 
war where only the people suffer and no one 
gains except those hungry for power. 

The United States would do better to sup
port the South Vietnamese with food and 
technical ad vtsers In the fields of agriculture 
and economics rather than with the horrors 
of napalam bombs. 

Sincerely, 
CAROL W. RENDE. 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 

NEW YORK, N.Y., 
August 7, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MoRSE, 
The Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

MY DEAR MR. MORSE: AllOW me to express 
my admiration and gratitude !or the courage 
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nam. This move ostensibly was an effort 
to prevent the !all of that strife-torn country, 
and with it a. takeover by the Communists 
of all strategic southeast Asia. 

The announced buildup marks a complete 
change from the rosy talk last October when 
the White House said Its goal was the return 
of all U.S . forces by the end of 1965. Now 
there is no more such talk--or talk of being 
out by a.ny other year in the foreseeable 
future . Of the original McNamara state
ment, one administration colleague con
fessed: "We hope It's forgotten." 

THE STAKES ARE HIGH 

In what must be history's first war fought 
by on-the-job training, Uncle Sam Is much 
like a poker player gett1ng sandbagged. He 
has to keep raising his stake or get out of 
the game. 

The Kennedy-Johnson administration has 
been under heavy fire at home for conduct
Ing a "no-win" policy in the Vietnam confiict. 
In view of this, It would be difficult to with
draw from the southeast Asian trouble spot 
anytime and impossible in an election year . 

The untenable position of the Johnson ad
ministration does not settle the matter. 
There are other questions. 

How did we get involved in this southeast 
Asian jungle country? Is either political 
party party more to blame for our present 
plight? What do we want? What alterna
tl ves are open to us? 

VIETNAM; WHAT IS IT? 

Vietnam? What Is it? It Is a narrow 
strip o! high hills, swamps and riceland 
that runs along the South China Sea. Along 
with Cambodia and Laos, it once formed the 
area known as French Indochina. 

The J apanese took over its administration 
from the Vichy government during World 
War II . 

In 1946, when the rest of the world was 
settling Into peace. a new confilct fiared as 
the French tried to reassert their control 
over Indochina. 

This led to an 8-year struggle known 
in Paris as "the dirty war." Finally, in the 
middle of 1954, after the fall of the jungle 
fortress of Dienb!enphu, agreements were 
signed In Geneva ending hosttiitles and 
partitioning Vietnam at the 17th parallel. 

The Geneva accord made VIetnam a di
vided land, like Germany and Korea. The 
north was Communist. The French with
drew from the south and it was given com
plete independence. A plebiscite to deter
mine the status of Vietnam reunification has 
never been held under the terms of the 
Geneva agreement. 

The Communist who remained In South 
Vietnam subsequently launched a civil war 
against the Saigon government led by 
President Ngo Dlnh Diem. 

President Diem asked for U.S. help . 
President Eisenhower's reply was made 

public recently by President Johnson, who 
said It marked the beginning or present 
U.S. policy in South Vietnam. 

In the letter, Eisenhower said he was in
structing our ambassador "to ass~st the Gov
ernment of Vietnam In developing and main
taining a strong viable state, capable of re
sisting attempted subversion or aggression 
through military means." 

The United States sent ships to bring hun
dreds of thousands of anti-Communists 
from North Vietnam to new homes in the 
south. Economic aid was extended. Arms 
were sent, but no soldiers. 

THE PACE QUICKENS 

In 1957, the United States agreed to fi
nance an eight-division south Vietnam force 
trained by U.S. In!lltary advisers. During 
the early years In South Vietnam, the U.S. 
advisers saw little action and there were not 
many of them. Between 1954 and 1961 our 
mili tary personnel numbered only 685. 
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The Communist guerrUlas strengthened 
their attack In 1960 and In the spring of 
1961 President Kennedy said the United 
States was considering Increasing Its forces 
there. 

President Johnson, then Vice President, 
was sent to Saigon. He pledged additional 
U.S . military and economic ald. By the end 
of 1962 there were 12,000 Americans In South 
Vietnam. 

Two years later , 1964, the number of troops 
had Increased to 16,000 and the rate of m!l!
tary and economic spending Increased to 
about $1.5 million a day. The latest decision 
of Washington will put 5,000 more military 
men In South Vietnam. 

The solution to the Vietnam dilemma Is an 
elusive dream. After 3 years o! Intensive 
effort and considerable pain, Including the 
expenditure of $3.3 billion in aid, after the 
loss o! 264 Americans killed, 1,196 wounded 
or Injured, and 17 missing, the war is still not 
being discernibly won. 

CANADA'S RESPONSIBILITY 

Communist power has been built up In 
Vietnam because of the Ineffective Canadian 
team that represents the West on the Inter
national Control Commission, a former Royal 
Canad!a.n Air Force officer has charged. 

Squadron Leader Hugh Campbell, who 
served In Vietnam In 1961 and 1962 as air 
adviser to the Canadian mission, said that 
"by 1962 the Canadians in North Vietnam 
were virtually prisoners under armed guard." 

Canada is on the Control Commission with 
India and Poland to see that South Vietnam 
and Communist North VIetnam adhere to 
the Geneva agreement of 1954, which for
bids the creation of aggress! ve force. 

Canadians on the Control Commission, the 
RCAF officer said, have accepted such "ridicu
lous charades" as one 15-minute Inspection 
a week of trains entering Vietnam from Red 
Chlna-"the Canadians being free to Inspect 
only empty boxcars." The Canadians, he 
added, were denied access to docks and air
fields . 

"When we should have been battling for 
every vantage point and screaming to high 
heaven whenever the Communists violated 
the agreement • • • we protested politely, 
ineffectually. and thrust our head back Into 
the sand. 

"We made no serious attempt to win. On 
the contrary, so casual was our concern, we 
didn't bother to field our best team. We sent 
in a scrub team • • • and our efforts be
came an International joke. We should have 
taken some action. Any action. Even petu
lant screams would have Indicated that at 
least we cared • • • a large share of respon
slbility for tod ay's unholy mess In Vietnam 
is ours," the Canadian officer declared. 

THE UNANSWERED QUESTION 

Prior to this week's Incidents In the Gulf 
of Tonkin, Senator GoLDWATER' s statements 
and President Johnson's policies highlighted 
two different paths. The pertinent Issue re
mains. What should be done In South Viet
nam? 

Gen. William C. Westmoreland, commander 
of U.S. troops in South Vietnam said: "The 
battle can never be won unless the hearts 
and minds of the people can be won." 

How right he Is. We must possess the de
termination to win and the hearts and minds 
of the South Vietnamese must be aimed with 
ours toward a common goal-victory. 

[From the Savannah Evening Press, Aug. 7, 
1964] 

CONGRESS, VIETNAM, AND U.S. LAW 

In his address to the Nation on the Viet
nam situation late Tuesday night, President 
Johnson said: "I have met today with the 
leaders of both parties In the Congress of 
the United Sttaes and I have Informed them 
that I shall Immediately request the Con-

gress to pass a resolution making It clear 
that our Government Is united In Its deter
mination to take au necessary measures In 
support of freedom and In defense of peace, 
In southeast Asia." 

The resolution which the President 
sought Is now before the Congress and shows 
signs or being passed with "overwhelming 
support." The full text of the resolution 
"to promote the maintenance of Interna
tional peace and security in southeast Asia" 
follows : 

"Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep
resentatives of the United States of America 
In Congress assembled, 

"Whereas naval units of the Communist 
regime In Vietnam, In violation of the prl.ll
clples of the charter of the United Nations 
and of International law, have deliberately 
and repeatedly attacked U.S. naval vessels 
lawfully present In International waters, and 
have thereby created a serious threat to In
ternational peace; 

"Whereas these attacks are part of a delib
erate and systematic campaign of aggression 
that the Communist regime In North Viet
nam has been waging against Its neighbors 
and the nations joined with them In the col
lective defense of their freedom; 

"Whereas the United Sta.tes Is assisting 
the peoples of southeast Asia to protect their 
freedom and has no territorial, military or 
political ambitions In that area, but desires 
only that these peoples should be left In 
peace to work out their own destinies In 
their own way: Now, therefore, be It 

" Resolved by the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States of 
America In Congress assembled: 

"The Congress approves and supports the 
determination or the President, as Com
mander in Chief, to take all necessary meas
ures to repel any armed attack against the 
forces of the United States and to prevent 
further aggression. 

"SEc. 2. The United States regards as vital 
to its national Interest and to world peace 
the maintenance of International peace and 
security In southeast Asia. Consonant with 
the Constitution and the Charter of t:tl.e 
United Nations and In accordance with Its 
obligations under the southeast Asia collec
tive defense treaty, the United States Is, 
therefore, prepared, as the President deter
mines, to take all necessary steps, Including 
the use of armed force, to assist any member 
or protocol state of the southeast Asia col
lective defense treaty requesting assistance 
in defense of their freedom. 

"SEC. 3. This resolution shall expire when 
the President shall determine that the peace 
and securtty o! the area Is reasonably assured 
by international conditions created by action 
of the United Nations or otherwise, except 
that it may be terminated earlier by con
current resolution of the Congress." 

In the minds of some people, the pace 
or today's world has outmoded some of the 
functions of the Congress as defined In the 
Constitution. Article I , section 8, clause 11, 
of the Constitution states that the Congress 
shall have power "to declare war, grant let
ters of marque and reprisal, and make rules 
concerning captures on land and water." 
IDstor!cally, declarations of war, like the 
taxing power, are too important and danger
ous to be given to any one man; therefore, 
the people declare war through their repre
sentatives In Congress. 

The word "war" Is not mentioned In the 
text of the resolution now before the Con
gress. It's length Is far greater than the one 
paragraph declarations of Congress In past 
confilcts. 

In a practical sense, this document con
fers upon the President the power to wage 
"war" as he sees fit. The semantics may be 
different, but the smell of gun powder Is 
the same. 
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We belleve that the Congress 1s abd.lca.tlng 
another of its constitutional duties and re
sponsJ.blllties when it "approves and supports 
the determination of the President, as Com· 
mander In Chief, to take all necessary meas
ures to repel any armed attack against the 
forcea o! the United States and to prevent 
further aggression." 

We hope that this doesn't presage the 
opening of a Pandora's box of Presidential 
Executive orders under the guise of a na
tional emergency which would make controls 
en!o:roed on the civilian populace during 
World War ll look Uke child's play. 

AJHrmative action must be taken to meet 
any threat of our national security. But 
this action shoUld be consonant with our 
democratic heritage and In keeping with the 
fundamental law of these United States
the Constitution. 

AUGUST 8 , 1964. 
DEAR BROTHER MORSE: In the name of God, 

r, our Creator and Heavenly Father, I greet you 
in this period of great crisis to congratulate 
you for daring to be a Daniel-to stand alone 
and proclaim the power of God (love). 

"My people perish for lack of knowledge of 
the nature of God" is as true today as it was 
when the prophets thus foretold the down
fall of Israel. 

God Is love. God is omnlpotent. Love is 
the greatest force In the universe. And we 
are out of rhythm with the universe and 
out of harmony with God (love) as long a.s 
we make and trust In devastating weapons. 
They are as useless In providing security as 
were the gods for whom we have named 
some-Thor, Jupiter, Nike-Zeus, etc. God, 
the Ruler of the Universe, is Commander 1n 
Chief, King of kings, and He has commanded 
us to love and feed our enemies, not send a 
Jlfad(d)oo: out on His seas. It is comparable 
to an ignorant farmer turning a mad ox loose 
on a. playground to terrify his neighbors . 
The natural thing for anyone to do was to 
try to get it away. 

We go on doing the same old thing In the 
same old way not reallz:l.ng that we are on 
threshold of a new era. The nuclear age 
must become the new clear age when we, who 
are God's handiwork, created In Christ Jesus 
to devote ourselves to good deeds for which 
God has designed us (Ephesians 2: 10) wll1 
let our light shine (Matthew 5: 14-16). It Is 
thus, with good deeds, that we will be 
"optical masers" and nudge our old world 
into the new orbit of which the prophets 
foretold when mercy and justice shall cover 
the earth. 

For on-the-spot inspection, see Proverbs 
15: 3; II Chronicles xvi: 9; Psalm 33: 18, etc. 

Humably and sincerely, 

U.S. Senator MoRSE, 
Washington, D.C. 

"GRANDMA HOFF," 

TOWSON, Mo., 
August 6, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: YOU are SO right. 
What a courageous, good, loyal public Gfficial 
you are. Our Federal Government Is always 
trying to get our children murdered in war
mongering to suit the war profiteers and 
militarists no matter who gets into office. 
I have read as much as anyone can of all 
this. The Vietcong are the sons of the peas
a.nt citizens of South Vietnam who want the 
Communist setup as it Is In North Vietnam, 
just as South Koreans want joined to North 
Korea, but the United State6 forces an arti
ficial government on them and constant war
mongering because our evil, militaristic otll
cials want constant war In some farolf place 
against small areas of backward peasants 
who have to take it. Haiti has one of the 
worst dictatorships on earth and so does 

Spain. Yet in New York State a man was 
locked up !or treason against the United 
States, of all the &Uly, fool things, !or being 
in the Abraham Lincoln Brigade that tried 
to help the Republic or Spain, the estab
lished government, against the traitors under 
Franco. I specialized in history to teach it 
In high school , and one thing stuck out Uke 
a sore thumb. Otflc1al Washington policy is 
always on the wrong side. We have as bad 
government In our local, county, and State 
areas as any country could have, so this 
country has no room to talk. Also, the gov
ernments the United States calls "allies" and 
"friends" are as rotten, if not worse, than the 
ones our politicians call "enemies" which 
they woUld not be enemies it the United 
States behaved Itself and minded its busi
ness. China has as much right to bomb our 
coasts to protect North Vietnam as we have 
to be over there carrying on. Also, the draft 
Is unconstitutional. It deprives children
boys-of their civil rights to stay in their 
own country under civil law and civil gov
ernment . . If grown men past 35 want to 
volunteer to murder helpless pea.~;ant boys ' 
called Vietcong over in other people's land 
10,000 miles away, they deserve what, they 
get, but the whole United States deserves 
punishment for forcing our chUdren Into it. 
This whole mess Is cooked up the way Roose
velt cooked up Pearl Harbor and only a few 
Republican Senators in New England saw 
through it, although later the Saturday Eve
rung Post printed Harry Hopkins' letters ad
mitting the plot. Harry Truman pulled the 
same stunt about South Korea. And all that 
slop against communism. In the first 
place, the United States is as Communist as 
any other country. In the second place, it is 
none of the United States bualnesa what 
form o! government other parts o! the world 
prefer. Also, it we have the gall to murder 
and destroy helpless peasants and their prop
erty 10.000 miles, or 90 miles, or whatever 
away, other countrl.es have the same right to 
bomb us so that our Government should be 
changed to suit other countries and give our 
citizens their rights. For years and years, 
our country did everything It could to stir 
up a war with Russia-Insults, U-2 spy 
planes, "weather balloons"-Eisenhower 
boldly claiming the United States had a 
"right" to go over anywhere It pleased. Yet 
you can imagine what would happen if Rus
sia sent spy planes and weather balloons over 
here, and they were landed, or if the Russians 
insulted our politicians like that. But they 
really are peaceable or we would not even be 
in existence, a.s you can bet your life if we 
had succeeded In cooking up a war for our
selves our so-called allies would not naliu
ra.lly have come to our aid, !or they have 
sense enough to think of tlwmselves all the 
time and only ,Americans are silly. One big 
trouble Is the world bankers want us to owe 
billlons of d<>llars ISO as to be paying Interest 
forever while they live In luxury off the pro
ceeds of the wealth they got by grabbing up 
more than their share of the natural re
sources which God Himself created for all of 
His children equally. Since men are sup
posed to earn their own bread by the sweat 
ot their brow, and the Bible says call no man 
father, but only your Father In Heaven, ob
viously God intended to provide the support 
for all the world's children that He~ is Father 
of. Since we are ms stewards, obviously the 
natural resources-the wealth He created
are to be held by all the people of the world 
In a government as H1s stewards, and the re
sources sold at retail or rented and the pro
ceeds used for food, clothes, education, and 
health of all children from conception to 
maturity. That means a direct world gov
ernment with the job of providing schools 
and health care for all the children from 
conception to adolescence; a few ·large 

national governments to provide boarding 
schools !or adolescents, and our regUlar gov
ernments for adults. It would be easy to 
provide three meals a day in the school cafe
terias free and free uniforms. One world 
language. It is already English. Working 
on this could help keep the energetic Ameri
cans out of so much troublemaking, a.s it 
would be constructive. Somebody ought to 
have vision enough to start the ball rolling. 

McHENRY. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY, 
AUGUST 31 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I move, 
pursuant to House Concurrent Resolution 
359, that the Sellil.te stand 1n adjourn
ment until noon, Monday, August 31, 
1964. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 
7 o'clock and 27 minutes p.m.) the Sen
ate, pursuant to House Concurrent Reso
lution 359, adjourned until 12 o'clock 
noon Monday, August 31, 1964. 

NOMINATIONS 
Executive nominations received by the 

Senate August 21, 1964: 
U.S. MrLrrARY ACADEMY 

Prof. John Robert Jannarone, 021053, U.a 
Military Academy, for appointment a.s dean 
of the Academic Board of the U.S. Military 
Academy under the provisions ot title 10, 
United States Code, section 4335. 

POSTMASTERS 
The following-named persons to be post

masters: 
CALIFORNIA 

Henry H. Neldenbach, Danvllle, Cali!., in 
place of R . M. Podva, retired. 

DELAWARE 
Clarence A. Schwatka, Jr., Townsend, Del~ 

In place of E. M. Conner, retired. 
GEORGIA 

Evelyn P . Gregory. Clinchfield, Ga., in place 
of E. P . Peed, retired. 

MASSACHUSETTS 
John B. Howarth, Worcester, Mass., in 

place of S. E . Johnson, removed. 
:MICmGAN 

William L. Donner, Garden City, Mich., in 
place of G. 0. Donner, :oetired. 

MmSOURI 
Jeff H . Shiflett, Fayette, Mo~ In place of 

W. L. Talbot. retired. 
NEW HAMPSH!RK 

Roger E. Brassard, Manchester, N.H., in 
place of W. J. Richard, retired. 

NEW TO&K 
Wesley W. Mackmer, Collins Center, N.Y ~ 

In place of L. C. Helm, retired. 
OHIO 

Ray L. Chadwell, Amesville, Ohio, !n place 
of R. C. Bennett, transferred. 

OREGON 
Leao M. Johnson, Lyons, Orag., In place of 

R. I . Lyons, retired. 
SOUTH CAROLINA 

John D. Nettles, Cordova, S .C., In place of 
C. C. Kennerly, J r .. tra.nsferred. 

TEXAS 
Edgar A. Bradford, Menard, Tex., in place 

of Hugh Spinks, retired. 
BOARD 01" PAROLE 

Ziegel W. ~e:fl', of Missouri, to be a member 
of the Boarct of Parole !or the term expiring 
September 30, 1970. 
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It is difficult, If not impossible, to explain to 
anyone how the greatest power In the world 
today must repeatedly prove its military 
might in clashes with tiny, backward people 
struggling to achieve the barest standard of 
subsistence. It seems to me quite impos
sible to explain and justify what in heaven's 
name we are doing In southeast Asia In the 
first instance. 

RICHARD LYNDEN. 
Copy to Senator WAYNE MORSE. 

NEW YORK, N.Y. , 
August 8, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Just a WOrd in praise 
of your negative vote. 

Sincerely, 
Mrs. GLADYS SKIDELL. 

THE METHODIST OFFICE FOR 
THE UNITED NATIONS, 

New York, N.Y., August 7,1964. 
President LYNDON B . JoHNsoN, 
The White House, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR PRESIDENT JOHNSON: The recent de
Velopments in the Bay of Tonkin have caused 
many of us to think more seriously about our 
policy in South Vietnam. From an official 
point of view I should llke to draw your at
tention to a resolution which was passed by 
our board of Christian social concerns early 
in this year. You wlll note that at that time 
it called for internationalizing the situation 
in southeast Asia rather than attempting to 
defend South Vietnam by our own mili tary 
or economic efforts. 

I must say that from a personal point of 
view I have had a good deal of sympathy with 
the critical attitude of Senator MoRsE. The 
following questions come to my mind and at
tention: 

1. Is it possible for the United States to 
establish a permanently stable government 
in South Vietnam when there is so much in
ternal division and weakness and when this 
country is so far from our shores and so 
near another great power? 

2. Was It desirable or necessary for the 
United States to wait until there was violence 
in the Bay of Tonkin before it brought the 
issue to the United Nations? From a tech
nical point of view would it not have been 
better to have withheld fire and to have 
brought the matter to the Security Council 
rather than to have taken action and then 
to have announced to the Security Council 
what we did? 

3. Were there any actions on our part pre
ceding the Madd-ox incident which consti
tuted aggression on our part or had the ap
pearance of aggression by either South Viet
nam or ourselves? 

4 . Would it not be wise to internationalize 
the situation in southeast Asia either by 
using the offices of the United Nations or by 
participating in a meeting of all concerned 
nations? By all concerned nations we not 
only mean North and South Vietnam but 
also such countries as Laos, Burma, Malaysia, · 
the Phlllppines, and especially the People's 
Republic of China. Personally we believe 
that either peace in Asia or calm in the world 
will not be R{:hieved until we are dealing with 
the People's Republic of China within the 
framework of the United Nations. 

Sincerely yours, 
CARL SOULE. 

P.S.- Many thanks, Senator MoRSE, for your 
valiant and lonely struggle for a nonmilitary 
solution to the problems of southeast Asia. 

Identical letters to Senators JACOB K . 
JAVITS, KENNETT B. KEATING. 

VIETNAM 
(Resolution adopted by the Board of Chris

tian Social concerns or the Methodist 
Church at its annual meeting In Tampa, 
Fla., February 16-21, 1964) 
The deteriorating situation in Vietnam 

with Increasing loss of life, and the seeming 

failure of present U.S. policy, is arous
ing widespread concern. These events 
lead us to express the conviction that in the 
future. a wise and enlightened policy will be 
based upon-

1. The awareness that military power has 
limited value and stable government depends 
upon satisfactory economic conditions, a 
concerned citizenry, and leadership of {)Om
petence and integrity in government. 

2. The recognition that in areas where 
there are tense ideological confrontations the 
U .N. has unusual advantages of universality 
and prestige which can contribute to reason
ably just and peaceful solutions. 

We urge that the United States ask the 
U.N. to take responsibility for the settlement 
of the conflict in Vietnam and that the 
United States declare its readiness to with
draw Its troops and military support upon 
t he assumption of this responsibility by the 
U.N. 

OAKLAND, CALIF., 
August 7, 1964. 

President L. B. JOHNSON, 
The White House. 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR PRESIDENT JOHNSON: Recently just 
before the GOP convention in San Francisco 
we heard Senator JAVI'I'S say that if the Re
publ!cans nominated an extremely conserva
tive candidate llke GOLDWATER, then the 
Democrats would also be moved in a direc
tion toward extreme conservatism. This 
was clearly demonstrated In Vietnam events 
t his week. 

It is possible that if it were not for ex
treme right reaction, as symbolized by Gox..o
WATEa"s nomination, that the administration 
would have taken a more civilized attitude 
during this week 's crisis. Since the PT boats 
had attacked naval armed forces only which 
suffered no casualties or damages, and which 
in turn completely routed the few PT boats 
which allegedly came from North Vietnam, 
then we think the action of attacking a na
tion and endangering the civilian population 
was an action of extreme barbarism. What 
is to keep the very people we are trying to 
win over to our way of thinking from re
garding this Nation as one more foreign bully 
taking advantage of its power? 

A more civilized action would have been 
to take our complaint of the PT boat attack 
to the U.N., with a warning to all parties 
concerned that any further attack on U.S. 
forces would bring swift retaliatory action on 
North Vietnam bases. We particularly refer 
to alleged North Vietnam boats because news 
dispatches from South Vietnam have indi
cated that the South Vietnam Government Is 
very anxious to trap the U.S. Government 
into expanding the war In that area. 

Let us not play into G OLDWATER's hands, 
but rather It Is high time as Senators FuL
BRIGHT, MORSE, GRUEffiNG, and Representative 
WILLIAM RYAN have so ably pointed out, for 
an agonizing reappraisal of our foreign pol
icy, in this as well as other areas-a policy 
which deals with basic problems and pre
ventive measures rather than last-minute 
expediencies which can only lead from one 
crisis to another. 

Very respectfully, 
Mrs. ROSE DELLA-MONICA . 
ANTHONY DELLA-MONICA. 

Copies to Senators FULBRIGHT, MoRSE, 
GRUENING, JAVITS, KUCHEL, SALINGER, Repre
sentative WILLIAM RYAN. 

P.S.-Please keep up the good fight, and 
many thanks for your constructive, Intelli
gent leadership . 

R.D.M. 

OAKLAND, CALIF., 
August 8, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MoRSE, 
Senator ERNEST GRUENING, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR Sms: I salute you both for your very 
courageous stand August 7 against President 

Johnson's Vietnam resolution. Please send 
me two copies each of your speeches. I se
cured and read your previous speeches re
garding our illegal and brutal Vietnam war. 

The House voted 416 to 0, the Senate 88 to 
2, which means you 2 stood alone against 504 
Congressmen. I am sure history will record 
your marvelous courage when the 504 "me
too-ers" will be forgotten. There can be no 
doubt that among the 504 are many who 
think exactly as you 2 do, but are too 
yellow and dishonest to vote their convic
tions. What a gutless Congress we have. 

Said Senator GRUENING : "All Vietnam is 
not worth the life of a single American boy." 
I agree wholeheartedly. It is very disheart
ening to know there are so many cheap Con
gressmen willing to trade American lives for 
votes. 

To me, the current Vietnam "crisis'• and, 
last week's OAS farce are both manufactured 
election deals. 

Very truly yours. 
Jos. E. BIALLAS. 

Copies to: President L. B. Johnson, Secre
tary Dean Rusk, Adlai Stevenson, Defense 
Secretary Robert McNamara, CIA Director 
John McCone, Senator Thomas Kuchel, Sen
ator Hubert Humphrey, and Representative 
Jeffrey Cohelan. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
U .S. Senate, 
Washington, D .C . 

BRONX, N.Y., 
August 8, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR: Vis-a-vis the SOUtheast 
Asian crisis, permit me to express my grati 
tude and appreciation to you • • • It takes 
but one person of courage and self-respect to 
cast the light of shame and reproach on 
those others who are cowards, even to fear of 
feeling ashamed themselves for the miser
·able, rubber-stamping ways in which they 
act. 

Respectfully yours, 
HARRY GRANT. 

SANTIAGO, CHILE., 
A11gust 6, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MoRsE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MoRSE: We heard on the noon 
news today that some kind of resolution 
backing President Johnson's actions in North 
Vietnam passed two committees of the Sen
ate, with only one dissenting vote in each 
case, yours. 

Thank you. Your vote is one of the few 
aspects of U .S. behavior-international as 
well as Internal-in which we find something 
admirable. 

I must agree with President Johnson, "ag
gression unopposed is aggression unleashed" 
or words to this effect in his speech of yester
day, and it seems to me that no other nation 
Is at the present time engaged In anywhere 
near as much aggression as is the United 
States. It is therefore very heartening to 
hear once in a while of some slight opposi
tion, a speech by you or FULBRIGHT or 
GRUENING. 

Best wishes, 
JOHN MARICA. 
CAROL MARICA. 

P .S.-We are Cali:~ornia residents, but 
are not wasting any more postage on Con
gressman Moss, etc. 

P.P.S.-It is particularly disgusting to be 
abroad when Johnson and Rusk make fan
tastic statements about the constitutionality 
of military takeovers in Brazil and similar 
affairs. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building , 
Washington , D .C. 

WASHI.NGTON, D.C. 
AttgltSt 8. 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Just a note to let 
you know of my continued approval of your 
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courageous stand in opposition to the U.S. 
Government's war pollcy in southeast Asia.. 
I hope you do not get d.lscouraged at the 
more serious turn of events have recently 
taken and that you continue your valuable 
work of speaking for a powerfully felt view 
shared my many of your fellow citizens. 

Sincerely yours, 
Mrs. CATHEaiNE R. HARIIIS. 

CLIF"rON, N.J ., 
August B, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : Alt~ough I have not 
seen or beard your entire statement concern
Ing the recent action taken by our forces In 
Vietnam, I must say that I agree with the 
tenor of your remarks. 

I doubt very much if our Government has 
told the American people the entire story 
of the events leading up to the incidents In 
the Gulf of Ton.ldn. 

Your remarks concerning the activities of 
our destroyers In the gulf appear to be at 
odds with the "ofliclal" story and I doubt 
If the American people will know the true 
situation for many years to come (If at all). 

Basically, the purpose of this letter Is to 
let you know that there are other Americans 
who feel as you do about the Southeast 
situation. 

Our country bas appeared to get invo1ved 
in situations where "morality" Is thrown out 
the window (assuming it was ever consid
ered) but where we cry out in . righteous 
Indignation when we are attacked. Of 
course I feel that we must protect ourselves 
when necessary but I also think our recent 
response was somewhat extreme notwith
standing the defense of Uberty. 

When the great majority of the country 
becomes elated over military action against 
a weak adversary then something Is indeed 
wrong with the body politic and moral fiber 
of this country. 

I hope you continue to keep up your 
struggle for your admittedly unpopular 
views on Vietnam in particular and the 
world in general . When there Is only one 
voice In the entire Senate and who evens 
questions the action taken when things look 
bleak Indeed. Wishing you continued suc
cess in your future battles to bring light 
and perspective to our foreign relations, 
I remain, 

Sincerely yours, 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
U.S. Senate, 

RoBERT S. MOLNA!I.. 

SAVANNAH, GA., 
August B, 1964. 

Senate Offlce Building, 
Washlngton, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Enclosed you will 
find three ed.ltorlals deallng with the VIet
nam situation. 

I thought that you would be Interested In 
their contents. Perhaps, after reading 
them, you'll honor me by having them in
serted In CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Thanks for past favors and kind personal 
regards. 

Sincerely yours, 
RAY MARTIN, 

Chief Editorial Writer, 
Savannah Evening Press. 

[From the Savannah Evening Press, Aug. 5, 
1964) 

VIETNAM-THE CRISIS DEEPENS 
At an unprecedented hour last nlght, PPes

ldent Johnson took to rad.lo and television to 
Issue a rally-round-the-fiag call to the Amer
Ican people. Such rallying cries in the past 
have been predicated upon reasonably clear 
events. The current crisis Is shrouded with 
a disturbing cloudiness. 

In an hour of grave national perU partisan 
polltics should be shunted aside and the 
enemy confronted by a unified America. 
The actions of the leaders of the country's 

two major political parties suggest that we 
are at a point of national peril. 

A mantle of urgency, cloaked In wartime 
secrecy. was evident In Washington follow
Ing disclosure that two U.S. Navy destroyers 
were the targets of attack in the Gulf of 
Tonkin. It was the second such attack in 
international waters since Sunda y. 

The President responded to the latest de
velopment b y declaring that "air action Is 
now in execution agains t gunboa ts and cer
tain supporting faclllties of North Vietnam 
wh ich h ave been used in the hostlle opera
tions." 

Mr. Johnson asked Congress to adopt a 
resolut ion m a king It clea r that our Govern
m ent is united 1n its determination to take 
a ll necessary m ensuras in support of freedom, 
and In defense of peace, In southeast Asia. 

Further, he Instructed U.N. Ambassaqor 
Adla i Stevenson to arrrutge for an emergency 
session of the Unlted Na tions Security 
Council. That meeting Is being h eld today. 
Little a ffirmative action can be expected 
there becau se of the Russian veto power. 

The Southeast Asia Treaty Orga nization 
(SEATO) , which lacks any mllltary prowess, 
Is meeting In Bangkok In the wake of the 
Johnson pronouncement. 

Despite the tension prevalent in Washing
ton which kept top Pentagon oflicials at their 
otnces throughout the night, the President 
d.ld not alter his plans to travel to Syracuse, 
N.Y., today to dedicate a communications 
center at the university there. · 

THE INCIDENTS 
The Gulf o! Tonkin episodes present sev

eral unique questions. "Jane's Fighting 
Ships," the International authority on men
of-war, shows that the entire navy of North 
Vietnam consists of 16 so-called PT boats. 
The craft are Russian-bullt and have been 
in the hands of the Vietcong since 1952. 
Why would such a minuscule naval force 
seek to engage the goliath U.S. Navy's 7th 
Fleet? Reports from Saigon would Indicate 
that a ti!th of the Vietcong naval force has 
already been taken out of action as the re
sult of the encounters since Sunday. 

Reports of the two Incidents emphasize 
that the two destroyers were not damaged In 
the attacks, nor were any American casual
ties incurred. At the same time, however, 
the same clarity Is missing In statements rel
ative to the attacking PT boats. There Is 
just a supposition that they were sunk. 
Surely, the art of naval lntelllgence Is suJ!I
clently advanced to make this determinatlcm. 

It has been said that the two attacks in the 
Gulf of Tonkin caught us by surprise. How 
can this be? Just last week we were able to 
get some pretty good pictures of the moon 
and In the past we've leamed some of Cuba's 
innermost secrets from the air. Was there a 
breakdown In our intelllgence operations? 
The American people should be told the harsh 
truth of the matter. 

Word of the retaliatory action was kept 
from the American people for more than 2 
hours last nlght, while our key allles around 
the world were briefed. When the Presi
dent's orders beca me public knowledge, 
sllence was the order of the day for our global 
friends. Tokyo was the only national cap
it al to speak out in our favor. Are we to bear 
this new burden alone? 

SERIOUS QUESTIONS 

WhUe the American people chewed their 
fingernails last nlght, wondetlng just what 
the White House response was going to be, 
our Interna tional propaganda spokesman, the 
Voice of America, was concerned with other 
m atters. News reports on VOA mentioned 
the latest a t tack In scant detaiL Heavy em
phasis, however, was placed on activities re
lated to t he so-called clvll rights struggle. 

R ad io Pragu e was proclaiming that the U.S. 
activity was part and parcel of plan 6, a tac
tical activity agreed upon at the recent south
east Asia Conference held in the Phlllppines. 

The Czech radio voice said that authorities 
were in a real dither over how much of the 
plan could safely be revealed to the American 
people. We tend to dismiss claims of Com
munist-oriented rad.lo voices out of hand, 
but past events have taught us to subject 
them to a degree of scrutiny- they sometimes 
contain an element of truth. Truth which 
the American people often learn too late. 

One New York City r adio station last night 
suggested that the United States was being 
m ade the "fall guy" In the current hassle be
tween Red China a nd Soviet Russia. This 
can 't be d.lsmissed too llghtly, since the Gulf 
o! Tonkin activity comes on the first anniver
sary of the limited nuclear test ban treaty 
n egotia ted between the U.S.S.R. and the 
Unlted States. It would Indeed be tragic if 
we let ourselves become a. pa tsy for this one. 

Other observers question whether this ac
tion fits a preordained pattern of our own 
Central Intelligence Agency. The CIA, it Is 
said, Is pushing for our recognition of Red 
China so tha t It can get Its operatives there 
with a minimum of fuss and bother. It may 
be that we'll soon hear that our intelllgence 
bogged down because we didn't have any 
spies inside Red China-and hence the CIA's 
a rgument would be this action shows the im
portance of such recognition. Presumably, 
our attacks are concentrated against North 
VIetnam, not Red China. This Is one to 
watch. 

M 'NAMARA'S REPORT 

First reports of the retaliatory action taken 
by U.S. aircraft issued by Secretary of De
fense McNamara are cause for concern. He 
said that we fiew 64 sorties and that we 
destroyed 25 PT boats. We lost two of our 
planes and their pUots In the action, the 
Pentagon Chief said at 7:45 a .m . today. 

As we said earlier In this space, "Jane's 
Fighting Ships" lists 16 PT boe.ts In the 
North Vietnam Navy. This, too, was the 
figure used in earlier Pentagon statements. 

How do we now destroy more boats than 
existed In the first place? That's a baflilng 
question at best. 

As the hours wear on, more and more 
clouds appear over this crisis. 

We should leave no stone unturned when 
our national safety or the safety of the free 
world is imperiled. But the American people 
are a mature lot and can be trusted with the 
truth. They should be told the full truth 
by ofliclal Washington-no matter how d.ls
tasteful that truth may be in the mouth 
of the one who utters it. 

We would hate for our response to North 
Vietnam to go down In the history books 
as one being too late, too llttle, and too close 
to election day. 

(From the Savannah Evening Press, Aug. 6, 
1964) 

HISTORY OF THE VIETNAM MILLSTONE 
Last week Washington oflicials would not 

predict that extension o! the war In Vietnam 
could be avoided before the November elec
tion, although they expressed hope that with 
the announced buildup In the south it could 
be avoided. Said one official: "Whether we 
can get through the elect ion (without esca
lation) ls almost up to Hanoi. If it turns 
out that they are infiltrating very large 
numbers Into South Vietnam, we would have 
to rethink." 

Events of the past few days have un
doubtedly caused a lot of planners at the 
Pentagon and State Department to "rethink" 
the strategy o! the Unlted States in south
east Asia. What their new answers will be, 
only time will tell . 

Prior to the shooting Incidents Involving 
the destroyecs Maddox and C. Turner Joy, 
which placed this country in a posture one 
step from a declaration of war by the Con
gress, it was revealed that some 5,000 addi
tional U.S. "advisers" would join the Nation's 
16,000-man military mission !n South Viet-
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Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Wash.ington, D .O. 

Los ANGELES, 
August 6, 1964. 

DEAR Sm: Congratulations on your publlc 
expression of Integrity re the southeast Asia 
boondoggle. Unfortunately for America 
there aren't enough o! your kind. 

Sincerely, 

Senator WAYNE MoRSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .O. 

E . THEOBOLD. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : I urge that, 11 this 
Is not revea led as a strategy toward peace
this confrontation In Vietnamese waters-
that you again come to the fore-and de
mand a full and complete airing of the true 
situation In VIetnam. We dare not risk 
war and the escalation of !t-or we shall 
be haunted by the old plaint: "The Demo
crats get us Into war." And It will be be
lleved-and will be spread by the very ones 
who now urge such war-the far right Re
publlcans, whose Mr. Dulles got us Into this 
mess. 

This Is not our war - not the Democrats' 
war- but Ike's and-more accurately, Dulles'. 
Let us mark time and tread water until 
after November-and then negotiate our
selves out of a lot of foolish commitments 
that will destroy and defeat and hum!l!ate 
us-in Asia, the Congo, Cuba. 

Truly, 
GLADYS MARTIN. 

LAMONI, IowA. 

OAKLAND, CALIF ., 
August 7, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : Congratulations on 
your very courageous stand against the ex
cessive response of the administration to 
the two attacks In the Tonkin Gulf. 

Please continue your fine series of speeches 
In Congress resisting our Involvement In 
Vietnam. 

(No reply expected .) 
Yours, 

ARMIN T . WRIGHT. 

WHITTIER, CALD'., 
August 5, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR WAYNE MoRsE: I am 
ashamed of my country this morning. We 
look like a big bully before the world. Why 
couldn't the President have presented the 
problem this morning to the United Nations 
Instead of bombing a helpless little country, 
and then giving the headache to the U .N.? 

I wish you would run !or the Presidency 
to give the peaceable people a candidate to 
vote tor. What can we do to stem the tide 
toward a disastrous wa r? 

Sincerely yours, 
ED. H . R UNCORN. 

PULLMAN, WASH. 
DEAR Sm : Please accept my grateful thanks 

for your opposition to U.S. policy In south
east Asia and the recent crisis. 

If even a few of your colleagues In the 
Senate showed the same courage and under
standing, this country would not be as near 
to war Is It Is, and the right o! the American 
people to know the facts about our foreign 
policy would be better protected. 

Again, my sincere t h anks and congratula
tions. 

J. L . TOBEY, 
D epartment of H istory, Washington 

State University . 

WEST SACRAMENTO, CALD'., 
August 6, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MoRSE: It Is wonderful to 
hear some sanity over Vietnam. Is there 
any possibillty that the Intemat!onal Con
trol Commission will be called upon by the 
U.N. to help set the record straight? 

Mrs . MARGARET PLOSSER. 

OLD FORGE, N.Y., 
August 8, 1964. 

HONORABLE SENATOR: Congrn.tulations on 
your courage In speaking out on the d!.sa&
trous course our Government is following In 
southeast Asia. The action of President 
Johnson is typical of a Goldwater policy
not that of a man of peace. It Is a sign of 
weakness-not strength. 

LEON FORER. 

DOESN'T WANT To FIGHT 
Sena tor WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .O. : 

Writing this letter is very painful to me 
because I a.m torn between my love of coun
try and my love for truth and justice, plus 
my strong desire to see my fine young son 
and all our young people live out their lives 
In a normal manner. 

If die they must, so young, let It at least be 
In defense of our country. 

In far off South Vietnam our boys are 
k1111ng Vietnamese and Vietnamese are k!ll
!ng our boys. 

Why are we In thl.s undeclared war against 
a tiny country whose people never hurt us 
and who can't possibly be a threat to us even 
11 they h a ve a Communist government. 
North Vietnam has been Communist for 
years and has not bothered us. 

We forced a series of bloody dictators on 
these desperate people. The result Is that 
these people are fighting a war against the 
puppet government we forced on them, as 
well as against our soldiers we send In to 
help these creatures stay In power. 

This action on our part seetns to me to be 
insane. But those the gods would destroy 
they first make mad. 

We are told this war is to save the VIet
namese from communism. If that Is so, 
these people It seems to me, don't want to be 
saved because they are fighting against those 
who want to save them. 

If the Vietnamese don't want communism 
let them fight against it. I don't want my 
son or even one American boy dying !or the 
Vietnamese. 

Mrs . T. KAHN. 
P .S .-Please keep on fighting !or United 

Sta tes . 

MORONGO VALLEY, CALU'., 
August 6, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .O. 

DEAR SENATOR : Thank you again for your 
correct, principled, and courageous attack on 
the war policies of the Johnson administra
tion. I suspect that attacks on U.S. ships 
(If any were made) stemmed from Chiang 
Ka! Shek or our puppet in South Vietnam. 
I enormously admire your wisdom and daring, 
You alone speak for my wl1e and me on these 
terrible Issues. Keep up the good fight. 

WARWICK M . TOMPKINS, 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.O. 

TIOGA, PA., 
August 6, 1964. 

HONORED SENATOR : Congratulations on your 
valiant stand against the southeast Asia war. 

With deep admiration, 
DoROTHY BALDWIN BECKER, 

R egistered. Democratic Voter. 

Los ANGELES, CALIF., 
August 7, 1694. 

DEAR SENATOR MORsE : Bravo--you have 
the courage, Integrity and love for justice, 
that is an Inspiration to so many of us . 

Surely Senator NEUBERGER, who is liberal 
and generally on the side of peace and genu
ine democracy, Will stand with you-we hope. 

Though you are not a Senator !rom my 
State, yet you represent me and all my friends 
and we thank you, with every breath. 

Strange indeed, that we can go Into Viet
nam, 8,000 Inllee away, Into anot.her country 
and Interfere with them, yet can't send the 
proper protection Into Mississippi, to protect 
our own people In their constitutional rights. 
Nor ever bring to justice, those oowa.rdly sub
humans, who resort to torture and murder, 
in the vain hope of ma!ntadn!ng the hol'l'Ol's 
of race superiority. 

History will record you as one of the great 
and fearless lawmakers. 

Aga.ln , thank you. 
BARBARA BESS NESTOR. 

NEW YORK, N.Y., 
August 7, 1694. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Congratulations, Sir, 
and thank you for opposing the John9011l ad
ministration pla.ns for wa.r In Vietnam a.nd 
southeast Asia. Please continue working for 
peace. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .O. 

PAUL GOLDBERG. 

MIAMI, FLA. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I am 60 very grateful 
to you for stating a truthful and wise policy 
far us to follow on Vietnam. It takes tre
mendous courage to stand up and be counted 
at a time like thl.s. 

Sincerely yours, 
Mrs. MARY E. PETTERSEN. 

AUGUST 7, 1964. 
DEAR SENATOR MoRSE: You have our 

strongest support ot your statement on tele
vision concerning southeast Asia situation. 

We feel you have the people behind you 
dooipte the statements of President Johnson 
and other leaders. 

Sincerely, 
Mr. and Mrs. PAUL KERBER. 

DEARBORN HEIGHTS, MICH. 

LA GRANGE, ILL., 
August 7, 1694. 

DEAR SENATOR MoRsE: Cheers on your 
stand In regard to Vietnam a.nd on your 
courage In making it. We a.re so self
righteous and arrogant In assuming we have 
a right to control that part ot the world . 
We are on very shaky moral ground in both 
North and South Vietnam and lll'e doing 
things far expediency that a.re counter to our 
supposed principles. This needs to be 
brought out into the open as you a.re doing. 
You must get pretty d1.soouraged sometimes 
but keep It up. Some do hear and your col
leagues who won't listen stUl read it In the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Mrs. R . A. CLARK. 

DULUTH, MINN., 
August 7, 1964. 

DEAR Sm: I deeply appreciate your com
ments and your voting stsnd on the Vietnam 
issue. Wish my Senators had done the 
same. 

V. J . STEPHEN. 

TUCKAHOE, N .Y., 
August 7, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MoRSE: Yesterday I took part 
in a peace vigil and a peace walk through 
New York City. The response of the pedes
trians and motorists· was either quiet or 
friendly. This means the Johnson-Gold
water war in VIetnam has little popular sup
port. Two men carried signs saying "MoRSE 
for PTes!dent"-not a bad idea. 

With best wishes for success In your ef
forts to end the war. 

Sincerely yours, 

Senator WAYNE MORSE. 

L . PACH. 

TACOMA, WASH., 
August 7,1964 . 

DEAR MR. MOftSE: I wish to congratulate 
you on your courageous stand regarding the 
VIetnam ?ffAi r . K eep up the goOd work; and 
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Your vote In opposition to the recent reso

lution of support to President Johnson may 
earn you calumny today, but I feel confident 
that historians of the future will feel that 
you upheld the llonor o! all Americans by 
your act. 

Sincerely yours, 
MASTIN DBMING LEwTs, 

Visiting Associate Professor of HistC»'!/. 

FosT LAUDERDALE, FLA., 
August 7, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MoRSE. 
DEAB SIR: I heartily agree wit hyour evalu

ation of U.S. action in VIetnam, and applaud 
your courage in stating these obviously un
palatable truths. 

You know what It Is all about, and I think 
I know what these latest warlike moves are 
all about, and I can only hope that there are 
statesmen In the Far East who can also say, 
as Mr. Khrushchev did, on another occasion, 
"We understand that It is election year, and 
we make allowances." 

But for an understanding of the motiva
tion behind these acts, I should be com
pletely terrified by this latest exhibition of 
"brinksmanshlp" which I had hoped died 
with the Dulles era. 

Please speak out loud and clear and often; 
your sanity Is needed In these crazy times. 

Thank you. 
Mrs. JOAN B. LANK. 

ALHAMBRA, CALJ.F., 
August 6, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MoRsE, 
u.s. Senate, 
Wa.shington, D .C. 

DEAS SIR: Please accept my humble and 
grateful admiration for your statements re
garding the present crisis In VIetnam. 

I believe that you show unique and ad
mirable concern tor truth without which 
there ls little hope for peace In this atomic 
age. 

Thank you. 
Mr. and Mrs. STEWART W. HANSON. 

Los ANGELES, CALIF. 
Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
U .S. Sena.te, 
Washington, D .C. 

Thank you, Senator Morse, tor your state
ment on Vietnam. It ls one of the tew 
honest appraisals of the American poeltlon 
there that I have heard. Tbe political tog 
surrounding the whole thing has been ap
palllng. 

Best wishes, and carry on. 
GERALDINE DUFFUS. 

WEST Los ANGELES, CALIF., 
August 5,1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAS SENATOR MORSE: We want you to know 
that we support your views on VIetnam. IJt 
Is encouraging to hear that you have not 
changed your attitude even though we are 
faced with an International crisis. 

Today It seems that very few In our coun
try know how to be In the minority. You are 
extremely courageous and we hope your per
sistence is catching In Washington. 

Sincerely, 
Mr. and Mrs. DAVID LANDY. 

Los ANGELES, CALir., 
August 5,1964. 

Senator WAYNE MoRsE, 
u.s. Senate, 
Washington, D.C.: 

Fortunately tor our country that we attn 
have men like you. We often read your 
speeches which give us hope that reason w111 
preva.ll. May God give you strength to cany 
on and lntluence your colleagues to get w 

out of th1a dangerous situation in Vietnam 
through negotiations. 

Sincerely yours, 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

Mrs. JEAN MEisNER. 

SEATTLE, WASH., 
August 7, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I am shocked and 
horrified at the undemocratic manner of the 
Congress in rushing through the resolution 
of approval of warlike action being taken by 
our forces In the Far East. 

It would seem to me that this Is a viola
tion or at least an evasion of our Constitu
tion. It others· feel as I do, there should be 
much gratitude for your courage In opposing 
this hasty action. Many people I have talked 
to about this, wonder whose chestnuts we 
are pulling out of the fire In that area and 
why this matter has not been turned over 
to the United Nations long ago. 

I believe as time passes. the citizens will 
become more and more aware of the danger 
inherent in giving the President such a broad 
grant of power and will demand a reversal 
or this action. 

Thank you for your efforts. 
Most sincerely, 

ANNE M. FISHER. 
Copies to Senators JACKSON, MAGNUSON, 

Representative STINsoN. 

WASHINGTON, D.C., 
August 7, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : I write to thank you 
for your great courage and leadership In 
speaking the truth about southeast Asia, not 
only in the past few days, but through these 
many months. 

History wUl vindicate you. Your vote on 
the resolution today will be recorded in our 
history books forever. Our children and 
grandchildren will know that two men stood 
for peace, truth, and morality while all 
arotmd them voted for war. What unhappy 
times these are, when men like Senator FuL
BRIGHT and others who know better, choose 
the path of narrow political expediency. 

I pray that you will not falter . Tbere are 
millions of Americans who feel as you do, 
and they sorely need a great political leader 
to speak out tor them. 

I am terrified that the push toward war 
cannot be stopped. Tbe Goldwater nomi
nation has had its effect-the administration 
is saying "me, too." What can an ordinary 
citizens do to stop the Inexorable stampede 
to war? 

I am truly Interested In your Ideas about 
how I and my friends can exert a counter
force to the escalation crowd. 

I would appreciate any suggestions. 
Sincerely, 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
The Senate, 
Washington, D .C. 

Mrs. SELMA R . REIN. 

BROOKLYN, N.Y. 

DEAR SENATOR: Tbe stand you are t aking 
In the current controversy over the southeast 
Asia affair ts to be commended. 

You and Senator ERNEST GRUENING are 
fighting a losing battle In tlte stand you are 
taking but at least you will go down In his
tory as being among the !ew who are fighting 
to save our country from taking the same sui
cidal steps that Franc& had taken a decade 
ago. 

I also feel as you do that we have no 
business in the southeast Asia area but since 
the majority always prevails, so be lt. 

Tbere are many Who feel as you do but do 
not take time out to write. 

Respectfully yours, 
ANGELO J . SANTORO. 

UNIVERSITY PARK, PA., 
August 6, 1964. 

DEAB SENATOR MORSE: I was glad to see you 
question some of the reasons for endorsing 
the PreEident's action ordering retallatlon 
against North Vietnam. Some form of inter
national examination of the case to deter
mine responsibility for "aggression" Is 
needed, and I hope you will support efforts 
to Involve the U.N. in this way. 

Sincerely, 

THE PRESIDENT, 
The White House, 
Washington, D.C. 

ELTON ATWATER. 

STATE COLLEGE, PA., 
August 6,1964. 

DEA8 MR. PRESIDENT: I think It Is unfor
tunate that you ordered the retaliation 
against North Vietnam before the question 
could be examined by the U.N. Security 
Council. Our position would be much 
stronger if we had given the opportunity for 
an international body to determine the fact 
of aggression. So far as can be determined 
from the news reports, we could have atforded 
to have acted with more restraint and waited 
for an International consideration of the 
North VIetnamese attacks on U.S. destroyers. 
According to the news reports In the Wash
ington Post, many countries seem to be 
skeptical about our version of events. Had 
we referred the case ot the U.N. tlrst, this 
skepticism might have been lessened. 

In any event, I hope that you wlll now 
authorize Ambassador Stevenson to invite a 
full U.N. Investigation of the Incidents In 
the Gulf of Tonkin with a view to establish
ing responsibUity for those Incidents. I also 
hope that your discussions today with Sec~ 
retary General U Thant will lead to the 
proposal of appropriate U.N. action through 
some form of supervision or peacekeeping 
operation which could discourage outside 
intervention in Vietnam, Laos, and Cambodia 
and help assure those countries the oppor
tunity to determine freely the kind of poll ti
cal and economic institutions they desire. 

Sincerely yours, 
ELTON ATWATER, 

Professor of Polttical SCience, · the 
P ennsylvania State University. 

CAPITOLA, CALIF., 
August 5, 1964~ 

.Senator WAYNE MoRSE. 
DEAR SENATOR: Just a few hurried lines to 

say that I agree with all quotations that I 
have seen in the press from your statements 
on VIetnam and that I honor you tor your 
courage, penetration and sincerity. 

Sincerely, 

Senator MORSE, 

DUVION MciNTYRE. 

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIF., 
August 6, 1964. 

Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Thank God for your 
intelligence and courage. We are indeed 
fortunate that your voice can be heard ex
pressing the need tor rational action. I hope 
that the Senate wlll be able to understand 
and act with equal understanding. 

Sincerely yours, 
MARSHALL AXELROD. 

Los ANGELES, CALIF., 
August 6, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MoRSE: I would like to com
mend you on your brave and solltary stand 
against the decision of the United States 
Government to act unilaterally against the 
North Vietnamese. You have always been 
a vocal and IIl.telllgent critic of our policies 
in southeast Asia, and I hope you will con
tinue to act as a force o! opposition and 
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strength against the preva1llng view. This 
is a most necessary and potent force in our 
governmental system-the "establishment" 
must be challenged. 

Continue your fine work and please realize 
that this letter represents many voices who 
are now being drowned out by the louder, 
but not more articulate clamor. 

Sincerely, 
Mrs. RoBERT F. HUFNER. 

PHU.ADELPHIA, PA., 
August 6, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MoRSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C . 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE:We wish to co=end 
you for your courageous stand in voting 
against the resolution supporting the action 
in Vietnam. Yours ls the one sane v;olce in 
Washington. 

You are not alone but have the backing of 
many of us. Enclosed is a cUpping signed 
by aome of us who do not want to spread 
the war in Asia. 

We hope you will keep speaking out against 
this Immoral war. Perhaps our Nation can 
stlll be saved. 

Sincerely, 
BARRY and JANIE FREEMAN. 

SPRINGFIELD, MAsS., 
August 8, 1964. 

Hon. WAYNE MoRsE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : Tbank you and Sen
ator GRUENING for your wise and courageous 
vote on the VIetnam resolution. You save 
us, who agree with you, that U.S. policy in 
that area is a tragic and criminal blunder 
from utter despair. 

I wonder whether you have had time with 
your hectic routine to read "Tbe Deputy," 
which, of course, portrays the tragic lack ot 
courage and conviction on the part of Pope 
Plus XII that allowed the Nazis to go ahead 
unchecked In their slaughter or the Jews. 
This great play is an Indictment of all (not 
only Catholics) who profess noble principles 
and !all to act In accordance with them. I 
feel that your part In our Government is 
slmllar to, though in a dl.fferent way, that 
of the heroic priest In the play who died 
with the Jews. You stand In deed !or peace 
and freedom, wllllng to work and sacrifice 
for them. 

K eep on with the good work, and be as
sured that many people are with you. 

Sincerely and with profound gratitude. 
MARGARET G. HOLT. 

Copy to President Lyndon B. Johnson. 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 

LAURELTON, N.Y., 
August 7, 1964. 

Senator, Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I am writing to ex
press my deep appreciation for your cou
raegous stand In the Senate on U.S. Involve
ment In southeast Asia, with particular 
reference to South Vietnam. and most re
cently its activity in North Vietnam. 
Yours, and perhaps Senator GRUENING's, are 
the only volces· being raised against our 
further involvement In that area. Un
fortunately, the press has been conducting 
an almost total blackout on your views, and 
the American people may be led into a war 
without having had the benefit of your 
enlightening views, which may help to give 
them a more honest evaluation of the sit
uation. 

I sincerely hope you will continue to fight 
for American withdrawal from South Viet
nam and tor the discontinuation of the 
pouring of American taxpayers' money Into 
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that country. It ls sad to note that many 
citizens who feel as I do are being misrep
resented by their Congressmen. I am sure 
you will agree with me that there are many 
Americans who are not behind President 
Johnson, Mr. Rusk, and Mr. McNamara in 
this dangerous venture, and whose voices 
are not heard above the sword rattling and 
the screeching newspaper headlines. 

Tbere are many, like myself, who are deeply 
Indebted to you. I hope you will have the 
strength to continue your honeEt fight 
against the forces of reaction who will not 
rest until we have gone over the brink. 

Sincerely yours, 
ISABEL L. FANTEL 
Mrs. William Fantel. 

SANTA MONICA, CALIF .. 

Senator WAYNE MoRSE, 
u.s. Senate, 
Washington, D .C. 

August 8, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Tbank you for your 
wise and courageous stand on Vietnam. For 
some time I have been greatly disturbed by 
our unilateral action In that country. It ls 
my understanding that our presence there 
violates the United Nations Charter. and 
surely this organization Is our best hope for 
world peace. 

Also, I appreciate your concern over the 
foreign aid bill. It ls a fearful' thing to 
realize that so much of our so-called aid 
ls In the form of military equipment. It we 
are sincere about helping the world, we 
should put the emphasis on educating the 
people and developing their resources. 

Recently I spent a year traveling around 
the world, and I could not help but be deeply 
Impressed by the global display of American 
armaments and American soldiers. Must the 
Image of Uncle Sam be that of a man with 
a gun on his shoulder? 

Even if we are lucky enough to avoid a 
nuclear conftlct, how long can we alford to 
run wars all over the map? Tbough our 
resources are great, they are not unlimited. 
Our democracy has not yet been tried by 
time. Taking the long view. we may be 
alm1ng toward self-destruction. Yet we are 
people o! good will. Our great need ls tor 
wisdom In the use of our opportunities. 

That is why we are fortunate In having a 
man such as you In our Senate. You have 
the ablllty to see clearly, and you have the 
courage to raise your voice. My hope is that 
others will see the light and join you. 

Sincerely yours, 
CATHERINE L. TEll VEER. 

FRIDAY, AUGUST 7, 1964. 
Hon. Senator WAYNE MORSE : 

I just have to write a few lines to let you 
know so many people I have talked to 
giving you credit for your honest stsnd you 
took on peace. We need more men like 
you that can stand up and be counted. 

Because war ts hell, and nobody can win. 
Yours truly, 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

HENRY OLSON. 

AUGUST 6, 1964. 

DEAR SIR: Please accept my heartfelt thanks 
and appreciation for your firm 'stand against 
McNamara's war In southeast Asia. 

May I suggest that It is indeed strange 
that the President of the United States could 
respond so quickly to an incident that caused 
no loss of life In far away southeast Asia, 
but who is so helpless or Indifferent to the 
plight of thousands of Americans In Missis
sippi and other Southern States who are 
being murdered and/or assaulted every day. 

I urge you to keep up the battle tor peace 
and a semblance of democracy in southeast 

Asia and request that you do all possible to 
end the war against Americans In the South. 

What can I do to help you? 
Sincerely yours, 

TED MAcMURR.A y . 
WOODLAND IIILLS, CALIF. 

NEW YORK CITY, N.Y., 
August 7, 1964. 

Senato.r WAYNE MoRsE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I am writing to com
mend you-In fact, to thank you-tor having 
voted against the proposal to give congres
sional endorsement to President Johnson's 
retaliatory raids on North Vietnam. It was 
one of the most courageous and principled 
things that has been done in American publlc 
life In a long time. I do not often write to 
Government ofilcials, but now I feel that 
writing this letter ls the very least I can do. 
I am sure that there are others like me who 
have felt almost completely estranged from 
"official" politics In the United States, but 
who now feel that a voice has been raised 
on their behalf, and on behalf of co=on 
decency. 

Sincerely, 
ROBERT ILSON. 

P.S.-Hoplng to hear some of the debate 
on the civil rights bill, I happened to be 
present In the Senate Galleries during the 
series of speeches made at the time of Gen
eral MacArthur's death, and I would also 
like to compliment you and some of your 
colleagues on your skllltul revelation, dur
Ing this process, of aspects ot MacArthur's 
thought that had not received much atten
tion. 

YELLOW SPRINGS, OHio, 
August 6, 1964. 

DEAR MR. MoRSE: Let me express my appre
ciation to you tor standing against the reso
lution adopted by the Senate to support the 
President's Interjecting the United States 
Into a warlike and aggressive situation. You 
were the only voice quoted on the very be
lievable proposition that the U.S. Navy was 
In fact providing cover tor the Southern 
forces attack on the North. 

One need not attack the seaports ot a na
tion as an action of repelllng attacking pa
trol boats. Evidently, we plan on carrying 
the war, whose I'm not clear on, Into North 
Vietnam. Tbis war ls clearly one of the In
dependents versus the small, southern power 
clique. Reports I r~ad indicate that the rul
ing regime ot South Vietnam has little to no 
popular support. 

Thanks also for helping to eliminate the 
$800,000 ceiling per institution In the recently 
passed NEDA. I still lament that we must 
modify the word (and concept) of education 
with the word defense In order to get Federal 
moneys to finance such. 

I hope you wlll do whatever you can to 
reduce the number, financing and develop
Ing power to establish more high school ROTC 
units. Tbe H.R. 9124 just passed, and which 
I've fully read, may be good for a more eco
nomical and equitable college ROTC program 
to train the future admintstrators of a war 
machine, but need we Indoctrinate the very 
young; confuse them into thinking that dem
ocratic processes and freedom can be bought 
with might, and to respect an order over 
reasoned action. I fall to see how we can 
gain anything through increasing the high 
school ROTC "capability." 

I still recall your telling us at OSU (then 
OSC) In 1959 that if there was no test ban 
treaty within 10 years there would be In Its 
place nuclear destruction (not your exact 
words but the same meaning). Well, we've 
got half of that test ban and halt the time 1s 
gone. It your prophecy is correct we've stW 
got a big job ahead. 
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Thanks !or your continued interest. Sorry 
I can't transfer one ot my Ohio votes for you. 

Sincerely, 
Bauc& ERoooD. 

Please send me a copy o! Senator GAYLORD 
NELSON's speech and/ or bill to end the draft. 
Thank you. 

OAKLAND, CALIF., 
Au gust 6, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MoRSE, 
Se1Ulte O!fice Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MoRsE : Your courage and 
integrity in looking at the situation in Viet
nam objectively, Is much admired. 

It Is unfortunate that the American people 
have been given so little background with 
which to understand what Is going on. We 
continue to pursue the "good guys" and "bad 
guys" point ot view which Is suicidal in this 
nuclear age. 

Have you considered a speaking tour, to 
Inform the America n people, and to alert 
them about this and other crises In our re
lations with other nations? 

Your presence in the Senate was never 
more needed. We are glad you are there. 

Sincerely yours, 
ELIZABETH A. Wn..soN 
Mrs. W . B . Wilson. 

SEATTLE, WASH., 
August 6, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MoRSE: I want to express 
my gratitude and admiration to the only 
man in our Senate with brains and courage 
enough to take a tlrm stand against thts 
Vietnam lunacy. What Is to me amazing Is 
the almost total absence o! dissent here. 
A reporter (P.I.) took a street sampling o! 
public reaction right after the President's 
television talk and all interviewed were !or 
war. Are we humans on a par with lem
mings? Eager to march en mass over the 
clllf into the sea of disaster . Where Is the 
evidence that our educational system really 
educates? Teaches evaluation and good 
judgment? Good !or you, and God help 
genus homo sapiens-sap, !or short. John
son should be Impeached, McNamara and 
Rusk canned, and the Pentagon converted to 
a sclentltlc lab !or the elimination o! 
stupidity. 

Gratefully yours, 
ALEX HAMILTON. 

CORPUS CHRISTI, TEX., 
August 6, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MoRSE: I admire your stand 
on Vietnam, It Is just a political move by 
Johnson any one can see that. Th1s had been 
a serious thing tor a long time. Why didn't 
he move before. 

I hope you and many Republicans wtll 
see that the declaration of war will not go 
through. 

Very sincerely, 
Mrs. ELLEN C. LUEHRS. 

Hon. WAYNE MoRSE, 
Senate O!fice Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

Mlo, MICH., 
August 5, 1964. 

Sm: We just saw the tllm clip of your in
terview concerning Vietnam and the pro
posed resolution supporting future presi
dential action there. Were you the Senator 
from Michigan, you would have both my 
vote and my wt!e's for as long as you would 
care to run !or that office. It Is a shame 
there are not more men In Congress with 
your courage and convictions. 

American forces belong at home. Their 
use in the Illegal war In Vietnam in the de
tense of a military dictatorship Is tar be
yond their call o! duty. 

Sincerely yours, 
GAYLORD YosT. 

HOD. WAYNE MORSE, 

loiAPI.EwooD, N.J., 
Augwt 7, 1964. 

The Se1Ulte Of!lce Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I want to express 
my agreement with and appreciation fat" 
your and Senator GaUJ:Nma's vote against 
the resolution authortzlng President John
son to take any military measures he pleases 
In all of southeast Asia. I am sure there 
are many, many citizens who feel similarly, 
although one would never know It from the 
vote. 

Yours truly, 
Mrs. ESTELLE R . LABA. 

TACOMA, WASH. 
DEAR Sm : Thank you for your opposition 

to U.S. involvement in Asia war. Our Wash
ington delegation are marrled to the military 
capitalist clique and I told 'em so. 

I do not believe the United States was at
tacked. I believe the Washington delegation 
Is corrupt. 

Sincerely, 
BALDWIN JACOBSON. 

P .S.-I hellir the United States has built a 
concentration camp In Alaska for dissidents 
I suppose. 

TACOMA, WASH., 
August 6, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MoRsE, 
Senate Of!lce Building, 
washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : I just heard from 
Mrs. James Richard (Maude) your cou
rageous stand yesterday, the only one who dld 
not vote on the Vietnam progTam of the 
President. May I in all sincerity tell you how 
much I admire and honor you tor your un
seltlsh act, your courage and loyalty to your 
country and the American people. 

But because greed and power control so 
many of our leaders and so many of the peo
ple are brainwashed as it seems to me, others 
not Interested, they will not understand you, 
the one man who stood alone because YQU 
believe in justice and love your country. 
And Mrs. Richard tells me in YQur talk on 
TV which I am indeed very sorry I missed, 
you said, If the Senators had stood by their 
convictions they had expressed to you earlier, 
when they came together to cast their votes 
you would not have been alone. This poem 
by Lowell expresses well what happened. 
"Slaves." 

"They are slaves who fear to speak, 
For the fallen and the weak, 

They are slaves who will not choose, 
Hatred scoffing, and abuse, 

Rather than in silence shrink, 
From the truth they needs must think. 

They are slaves who dare not be, 
In the rtght with two or three." 

-JAMJES RUSSELL LOWELL. 

God's richest blessings attend you and 
good health be yours for many years to carry 
on your work and peace and happinees be 
yours as Is the reward of those who serve 
hwnanlty unseltlshly. 

Very sincerely, 
FLORIDA L . BYRNE 
Mrs. E . P . Byrne. 

P .S.-Senator MoRSE-your letter received 
and appreciated in regard to H.R. 1839 but 
I am not certain I understand. I am under 
the Impression that pert of the bill which 
would Import beet free into the United States 
Is not right any more than tree Import of 
wild birds and animals. You state In your 
letter "I have a vital concern that amend
ments to thts bill relative to the Imports of 
beef be enacted." Do these amendments If 
enacted stop the Import? I am also deeply 
Interested in the bills now pending f<ll' hu
mane treatment o! laboratory animals. I 
hope you are in favor of these bills and wl\1 

vote for them. Is there any chance of this 
legislation passing. There are some doctors 
very much in favor o! them. 

From my letter I feel you understand I 
am strongly opposed to our action in Viet
na.m: and feel the only sane, safe way Is to 
withdraw from Asia at once or we will have 
a nuclea.r war. I have expressed myself to 
my Senators and Congressm.an. 

Mrs. BYRNE. 

REDLANDS, CALIF., 
August 6, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : Thank heaven for 
men llke you. Sometimes I think yours Is 
the only sane voice in Washington (though 
HUMPHREY and FuLBRIGHT do come out with 
some good Ideas, too). I am with you 100 
percent in your views on Vietnam. I just 
hope somebody listens to you before It Is too 
late. 

You continue to rate No. 1 in my personal 
politica l hall of fame. Keep up your cour
age and keep up the good fight. 

Sincerely yours, 
Miss GERTRUDE HAGUM. 

MORSE BLASTS U .S . ATTACK; WON'T BACK WAR 
DECLARATION 

WASHINGTON.-Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Democrat, of Oregon, yesterday assailed the 
United States as a "provocateur" in South 
Vietnam and said he will not support a 
"predated declaration of war" In Asia. 

MoRSE, a consistent critic of U.S. mainte
nance of troops in South Vietnam, voiced 
his opposition as the Senate's leadership 
mapped plans to push through a resolution 
today backing President Johnson In what
ever steps are necessary to preserve peace 
and freedom in southeast Asia. 

He charged, in a Senate speech, that the 
incidents which Inspired the resolution-on 
which the Senate foreign relations and 
armed services committees will meet at 9 a.m. 
today-"ls as much the doing of the United 
States as It Is the doing of North Vietnam." 

The resolution, expected to have over
whelming bipartisan backing, grew out of 
two attacks by PT boats on u .s. destroyers 
in the Gulf of Tonkin. It was introduced 1n 
the Senate yesterday afternoon. 

MoRSE charged that a forerunner to the 
attacks on the U.S. destroyers was a known 
bombardment by South Vietnamese naval 
vessels ot "two North Vietnamese Islands 
within a to 5 or 6 miles of the main coast 
of North Vietnam." 

He said the "clear Implication" of that 
incident Is that the U .S . Navy stood guard 
while vessels of South Vietnam shelled North 
Vietnam. 

MoRSE declared that the United States has 
much to lose and little to gain by continuing 
Its "unilateral military action In southeast 
Asia, unsanctloned by the United Nations, 
and unaccompanied by allies" and should 
"strike a blow for peace" at the conference 
table. 

"I shall not support any substitute which 
takes the form of a predated declaration of 
war," he declared. "I shall not support any 
delegation of the duty of Congress-of Con
gress--not the President--to determine an 
Issue of war or peace. 

"I shall not support any substi tute which 
takes the form of military action to expand 
the war or that encourages our puppets in 
Saigon to expand the war." 

U .S . SENATE, 
Washington, D.C. 

DALLAS, TEx., 
August 7,1964 . 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Congratulations on 
your stand against recent American actions 
1n North Vietnam. Keep It up. Everywhere I 
go I hear people who regard Johnson 11.s war
like. It seems to me that he Is a puppet to 
the military. Little wonder the military can 
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run hog-wild over anyone It pleases, since 
we have a mass news media which glories In 
its every move. 

Cambodia has recently claimed the United 
States has Injured the residents of one of Ita 
villages on the border or South Vietnam by 
use of "defoliants." North Vietnam clal.ma 
we have attacked one of Its vlllagea. And our 
President spouts out the innane slogan 
"leave your neighbors alone." De Gaulle 
learned the hard way the value of neutrality 
over there. It we don 't learn It soon the 
world Is In tor more useless agony . 

Keep up your courageous stand. You 
are gaining adherents every day. GoLDWATER 
will not get my vote and neither will John-
son. 

Sincerely, 
PETER A. MOOD. 

OGDEN, UTAH. 
Senator WAYNE MoRSE. 

DEAR Sm: Concerning your statements on 
television regarding U.S. action in Vietnam : 
Thank God tor fearless men like you who 
make statements ot honest conviction. 

Respectfully, 
Wn.LIAM RoWLEY. 

HACKENSACK, N .J ~ 
· Augusi 8,1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: The only complaint 
that I have about your comments, attitudes, 
and votes in the Senate concerning Vietnam 
Is that you are not from the State of New 
Jersey. Thus, we do not have the opportun
ity to vote for you, or, !or that matter Sena
tor GRUENNJNG. (Perhaps Senators CASE and 
WILLIAMS would be Interested In the above.) 

My wife and I salute and congratulate 
you on your Vietnam stand , particularly In 
regard to your moot recent vote In the Senate 
on the matter. Please persevere, so that oth
er Americans may become aware of our un
holy, lllegal and Immoral southeast Asian 
war. You do the United States proud, and 
make us non-Oregonlans a bit env1ous. 

Sincerely yours, 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Bui lding, 
Washington, D.O. 

RoBERT A. KLEIN. 

.LEVITTOWN, PA .. 
August 7, 1964. 

MY DEAR SENATOR MORSE : We thank God 
for a man like you, with your courage and 
stamina. It there were even just 12 
more like you there in the Senate or in the 
House we would not all be so gally following 
the mllltary into Vietnam. I'm sure you are 
d oing all you can to stop this Insanity. 

Our best wishes are with you. 
Sincerely yours, 

HAROLD and ETHEL FIELD. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
u.s. Se1Ulte, 
Washington, D .C. 

NEW YORK, N.Y .. 
August 6, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR: Thank you for your cour
ageous stand on Vietnam. You have my 
complete support and admiration. Keep 
up the good work , and good luck. 

Yours truly, 
HARRIET BOUGEN. 

P .S.-I plan to cast a write-in vote for 
you for President In the November elections. 

Los ANGELES, CALlF. 
MY DEAR SENATOR MORSE : In the sea Of 

voices of pompous self-righteousness and 
hypocrisy your lone voice stands out for rea
son-for justice. I am writing to thank you 
tor standing up in the face of the hysteria. 
Keep your faith-a few are with you. 

Sincerely, 
MARIANNE Fox POWEI\5. 

PHn.ADELPHIA, PA., 
August 8, 1964. 

Senator MORS!!, 
Senate Office, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR Sm: Congratulations! To be the only 
one to stand up for a principle takes great 
courage. May your health stay good for a 
long time. We need men of your principles 
and understanding, so rare these d ays. 

Please send me a copy of your speech con
taining the reasons you voted against the 
bill backing the action In South Vietnam. 

Thank you. 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
U .S. Senate, 
Washington, D .C. 

DAVID GREEN. 

AUGUST 5, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR: It Is Indeed disheartening 
to preface this letter by having to assure you 
that I am neither a Communist nor a Com
munist sympathizer. But the value of dis
sent In American politics has rarely been so 
clearly exemplified for me as in your op
position to our current policy in Vietnam. 
May I thank you for your courageous stand. 
I trust you will oontinue to pursue and 
articulate the true interests of the United 
States despite the anomalous chauvinistic 
tendencies now manifested by the admin
Istration's action. 

Respectfully yours, 
ZANE GARFEI.N. 

NEW YORK CTrY, N.Y. 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
U .S. Senator, 

August 6, 1964. 

Senate Offi ce Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MoRSE: I have been Im
pelled many times to write you for your 
courageous efforts on behalf of the American 
people throughout the years, usually against 
great odds. But when I heard today that 
yours was the lone vote against the Presi
dent's resolution, I decided to let you know 
right away that you are not alone and never 
have been. 

All r ight-thinking people are appalled and 
revolted at the desperate actions ot our so
called leaders In Congress. It seems there 
will always have to be a Korea, a Laos, a 
Cuba, and all of President Johnson's pretty 
speeches go by the board when another war
mongering opportunity presents Itself. Why 
can't our government learn the simple 
truth-we have no business in South Viet
nam, whether we like It or not. Everything 
the President said applies to the United 
States, not to North Vietnam. We are head
ing for suicide. Please try to stop this 
lunacy. 

Keep up the good work. 

LYNDON B. J OHNSON, 
The President, 
The White House, 
Washington, D .C. 

Mrs. E. SCHNEWER. 

NEW YoRK, N .Y., 
Au gust 7, 1964. 

DEAR MR. PRESIDENT ; I am writing to you 
because of the recent U .S. military action 
in Vietnam. I dtsagree completely with the 
U .S. action and policy in Vietnam. 

The war in Vietnam Is a clvil war and the 
United States haa no International legal 
rights In this area. The Geneva accord de
fined the legal aspects of Vietnam. 

I urge that you lead the United States in 
encouraging the countries responsible for the 
accord to see that a negotiated agreement 
Is pursued vigorously and unceasingly. Then 
take U .S. troops out of Vietnam so that a 
negotiated settlement would be possible 
without the threat of U.S. military foroe. 

I refer you to Senator WAYNE MORSE'S state
ments, reported In yesterday's New York 
Times, for a voice of reason to follow. 

Respectfully yours, 
PATRICIA M. CAMPBELL. 

Copy to Senator WAYNE MORSE. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

BROOKLYN, N .Y. 

DEAR SENATOR; This Is to let you know that 
I fully support your stand as against the 
adrnlnlstratlon's recent moves toward esca
lating the war in Vietnam. 

I have agreed with you au along that we 
had no business in southeast Asia In the tlrst 
place and should have got out of there long 
ago. Th1s latest hare-brained escapade 1n 
the Gulf or Tonkin Is certainly the height ot 
folly and can well lead to nuclear war. 

Yours sincerely, 
0. E. LINTON. 

Copies to Senators KENNETH B. KEATING, 
J ACOB JAVlTS. 

BEVERLY HILLs. CAL17~ 
Augwt 6, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR ; I fully agree With your 
stand on the Vietnam situation as reported 
In the Los Angeles Times of this date. I 
admire your courage to call a provocation by 
Its name even lf It Is perpetrated by our 
own Government. 

With admiration and respect. 
Very sincerely yours, 

ZoRAH E . SHEFFNEB. 

Los ANGELES, CALIP., 
August 6, 1964. 

Re U.S. versus North Vietnam. 
Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Of!lce Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

MY DEAR Sm: I have just read this morn
Ing's newspaper report of your criticism or 
the U .S. "provocateur" action of South Viet
nam, and particularly or the u.s. attack on 
North Vietnam. 

It appears to me that our sending thou
sands ot armed American soldiers to South 
Vietnam as "advisers" Is hypocritical, as well 
as a violation of the written agreements 
regarding that area. It also appears that the 
increasing number of our "advisers" being in
jured or killed in South Vietnam indlcatee 
that they are unnecessarlly close to combat 
in that area. 

The reports of North Vietnam PT boats 
attacking our destroyers in the Gulf of 
Tonkin arouses seJ:ious doubts, as surely such 
a small nation attacking the most powerful 
nation in the world leaves something-or 
somethlngs--unmentloned as to the cause of 
such daring, Insane attacks. 

Your statement that the U .S. Navy stood 
guard while vessels of South Vietnam shelled 
North Vietnam, leads a clue as to the real 
reason for North Vietnam's alleged armed 
attack on our naval vessels. 

At any rate, my compliments to you, and 
1 feel that you are a fine a U .S . Senator as 
ever we have had. 

Respectfully, 
J . ALLAN FRANKEL. 

P .S .-My friend, Mrs. Adella Y . Fabel of 
3670 Wasatch Avenue, Los Angeles, Calif., has 
asked me to endorse the foregoing. 

Copy to Adella Y . FabeL 

Mn.WAUKEE, WIS., 
August 6, !964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
The Congre88 of the United States, 
Washington, D .O. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : Your indictment Of 
U.S. retaliation against North Vietnam Is to 
be applauded. It Is heartening to know that 
the sentiments of a good many Americans in 
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this matter have found a voice in you. Al
though It would seem that you speak for a 
minority, and a frustratingly helpless minor
Ity at that, It Is at least a principled one. 

If there Is any way in which my wife and 
I can ald you in your work !or peace, please 
do not hesitate to call on us. 

Gratefully, 
Mr. and Mrs. FRANKS. JESSIC, Jr. 

Los ANGELES, CALIF., 
August 9, 196~. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MoRSE: I am glad that I can 
so honestly commend you once again for your 
brave opposition to the resolution that the 
President placed before the Congress. You 
and Sen a tor GaUENING were alone In your 
stand; and while there seemed a little hope 
in your actions. It turned out that the ma
jority of the Congress accepted what the 
President suggested, though a few voted for 
the resolution with slight quaUficatlons 
which are not considered, I am sure. 

It is so shocking and above all surprising 
that such action could so quickly be ac
cepted by the Congress without lengthy and 
intelligent debate as to who "aggresses on 
whom"; and also, without even putting It 
Into the hands of the U.N., which, after all, 
Is an international body supposed to be able 
to give unprejudiced opinions on interna
tional matters. 

How could we do this-and I am so grate
ful to you and Senator GRUENING for bravely 
opposing the newest threat to a confronta
tion on this issue of Vietnam which has 
never been thoroughly and fearlessly dis
cussed in the Congress. 

Why has no one suggested and imple
mented neutralization of southeast Asia? 
or even stopped military action while the 
debates as to those who did what could be 
carefully examined and discussed. Why such 
haste and such military speed? It is fright
ening and shocking. I am sure you feel 
that way too, and it is too bad that we had 
only a few hours of hope after the Presi
dent's resolution and now that is the coldest 
comfort we can get to avoiding the approach
Ing dangers of nuclear war. 

I dare say there is nothing that we indi
viduals can do, but If you have any thoughts 
where those of us who agree with your cau
tion can help please, please let us know 
instantly. 

Thank you for your action up to now, and 
let us hope you will not falter later. 

Sincerely yours, 
Mrs. EDNA MACGOWAN. 

Senator WAYNE MoRsE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

AUGUST 5, 1964. 

DEAR Sm: Support your position on not 
extending the wa,r in Vietnam. I urge your 
support for the reconvening of the Geneva, 
powers, negotiate a settlement and neu
tralize the area. 

The further our commitment, the more 
ditlicult It will become to make a settlement. 

We w1ll also be alienating the people even 
more and make them anti-American rather 
tha n pro-Communist. 

Rather than destruction, let us put our 
efforts Into rebuilding, raising standards, 
give them a hope for the future and not line 
pockets of puppet politlcans. 

If we, on both sides, continue the present 
course, then we may be debating the issue In 
the next world. The days of might and right 
are over. So is white man's rules. These 
rules and laws are In need of negotiation. 

Good luck and you can count on our sup
port. 

Sincerely, 
Mrs. RUTH M. WILLNER. 

MONTEREY PARK, CALIF. 

BEULAH, CoLO., 
August 6, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Thank you for say
ing some self-evident truths. We had fiexed 
our muscles, like the neighborhood bully, 
and shown the world they can't throw spit 
wads at us. Whether we have contributed 
anything toward world peace, or the peace
ful solutions of world problems, is very 
doubtful. 

But thank you for being you, through It 
an. 

Sincerely, 
JOAN THOMSON. 

BREWSTER, N.Y., 
August 8, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MoRSE, 
Senate Office Buildin.g, 
Washington, D.C. 

MY DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Immediately 
after your lone negative vote in the Senate 
Foreign Affairs Committee on the proposal 
to give the President full and exclusive 
powers to take what action he chose in 
the southeast Asian confilct, my house mate, 
Miss Tracy D. Nugguet, voiced you her many 
gratitude, and admiration. 

May I now add my very sincere apprecia
tion of your sanity and great courage In op
posing the resolution, now passed by both 
House and Senate, on the double poured of 
Its probable unconstltutlonately and its 
extremely provacative nature in a situation 
so replete with danger in the entire world. 

It is to men like you and Senator GRuEN
ING that persons like myself and my friend 
must turn in these terrifyingly dangerous 
times. 

Again, I thank you from my heart. 
With all best wishes. 

Most sincerely, 
Miss FRANCES WITHERSPOON. 

P.S.-May I add thst my father, S. A. 
Witherspoon (now deceased) when in Con
gress, stood up (with four other Represen
tatives) against Woodrow Wilson in a dan
gerously provactive situation involving the 
United States and Mexico. 

WAUKESHA, WIS., 
August 7, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : I commend your 
forthright and courageous stand and am 
appalled with the ease with which the Con
gress supported aggression. 

It appears to me that we have been "tak
ing over" the colonial roles of Britain and 
France and provoking aggression by a policy 
of containment. I would support the idea 
of a 14 nation meeting to neutralize south
east Asia, with enforcement by the United 
Nations. I think that the public has not 
been properly informed of the gradual steps 
toward war which we have been taking and 
that we are taking a fearful gamble which 
will only bring us resentment and further 
danger in the future. 

Sincerely, 

Senator WAYNE MoRSE. 

Miss JANE STARE. 

DENVER, COLO., 
August 6,1964. 

DEAR SENAToR: Even though you are not a 
Senator from Colorado. You are part of our 
Federal Government and I want to congratu
late you for the honest and sincere stand 
you have taken against the resolution sup
porting President Johnson in his orders to 
attack North VIetnam. 

If our Federal Government will act before 
it is too late, Its responsibility is to put 
our own house In order. Millions of people 
out of work, other mllllons working for very 
low wages and high cost of living-high 
rents, living in terrible slums-Harlem. N.Y., 

Is a good and clear example of what we have 
throughout this Nation. 

The John Birchers and the sons of Birch
ers, the White' Citizens Councils, and the Klu 
Klux Klan worming thetnselves Into the 
Republican Party and yes, even into the 
Democratic Party. President Johnson, now 
playing to the music of GoLDWATER to ex
tend the war to North Vietnam. How about 
stopping the terror and church burnings and 
murders of Negro and white U.S. citizens 
who try to enforce the U.S. constitutional 
rights of the people of the Southern States 
to register and vote. Senator MoRsE, you 
are the only one today who stood up In 
Washington, D.C. for what Is right and 
sacred. History will praise your efforts and 
the generations to come, all over this world, 
will know of you because of your great 
struggle to expose those who are drunk with 
greed. And to bring the truth to the fore
front in this worldwide revolution for sanity 
and reason. 

Senator ALLOTT from Colorado, In answer 
to my appeals to him to fight for a better 
treatment for the agricultural workers In 
our State, sends me copies of letters inserted 
into the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, that raise 
the bogey-man of anticommunism. 

Such l&.the trick that our Government is 
using today to fool the American people Into 
a war that will destroy the people of this 
world . 

Let us see if Congress will allow you to 
have my letter Inserted Into its records. This 
is supposed to be democracy In action. 

God bless you, Senator MORSE. 
Yours truly, 

ROBERT TRUJILLO. 

Los ANGELES, CALIF., 
August 7, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MoRSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAl\ SENATOR MoRsE: I wish to commend 
you most heartily on your vote against giv
Ing war powers to the President in Vietnam. 
It Is good to know that there was someone 
who was able to keep his head during the 
hysteria that has surrounded this crisis, and 
I am convinced that history wlll prove you 
to have been right. 

Best wishes . 
Sincerely, 

DUANE MAGILL. 

AUGUST 5, 1964. 
Mr. PRESIDENT: Regarding your newest 

apology for our murder In Veltnam, you ar_!l 
a bit confusing. It Is true that--

"The attacks were deliberate," I.e. those of 
U.SA. for years. 

"The attacks were unprovoked," i.e . those 
of U.S.A. for years. 

"The attacks have been answered," i.e. by 
large proportions of the Vietnamese people. 

One, two, three, and how many more Pres
Idents wlll lie to_ the American people and the 
world? 

"We have not one ally," as a great Sen
ator has reminded us. That is not suprising 
for the world knows the truth. 

Yours for honesty, 
JAMES E. AMICK. 

BLUE SPRINGS, Mo. 

GARDENA, CALIF., 
August 4, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MoRsE, 
Senate Office Bui lding, 
Washington, D .C . 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Your words in re
gard to U.S. foreign policy, particularly in 
southeast Asia , have been brave, courageous, 
and honest words. I wish to both commend 
you and encourage you. 

Unfortunately, It appears that the mass 
media distorts and belles what Is happening 
in Laos, Viet..,am, and Cambodia. That we 
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pour millions of dollars into a mllltary dic
tatorship, drop napalm on lnnocent civilians, 
and pursue an Increasingly unpopular war, 
is upsetting and frightening. 

Are we not risking the posslblllty of the 
growth into an all-out nuclear war? Your 
motion to cut by $500 mllllon U.S. foreign 
aid Is a step in the right direction. Sadly, 
we appear to support unpopular dictators and 
make ourselves disliked. Keep up the good 
work. 

Sincerely, 
MARILYN VrrTOR. 

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIF., 
August 5, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I agree with you re 
Vietnam- yet admit it's nothing but feellng 
which brings me to this conclusion-nat
urally I know no facts. It simply seems to 
me there is a certain correlation between this 
and those dear old missionaries who spread 
over the world putting Mother Hubbards on 
those happy, naked ladies who had no idea 
they were being shameless-and comfortable . 
Incidentally, the missionaries had It pretty 
good in some ways, didn't they-free travel , 
no doubt Jots of household keep, and the 
lovely feellng that they were bringing "light" 
to savages. 

Yes, I know the world Is much more com
plicated these days. But people are stlll 
people--and all of written history bears this 
out. 

A voter these days is sure on the horns of 
a dilemma. 

K . BALD. 

PHILADELPHIA, PA., 
August 7, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Bless you for your 
noble stand-you are not alone--there are 
so many, many of us that you alone are 
speaking !or. We must not be dragged down 
the path of self-destruction. You keep going 
for us and we'll keep working that we may 
have some alternative out of this horrible 
mess . 

Strength be yours, and again bless you. 
I have written to the Presidentand Senator 
CLARK. 

Sincerely yours, 
DOROTHY KUNKLE. 

ALHAMBRA, CALIF., 
August 7, 1964. 

Ron . WAYNE MoRsE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Thanks for clarify
ing what otherwise was an incomprehensible 
situation in Vietnam. My congratulations 
for your courage, honesty, and forthright
ness in presenting a more complete interpre
tation of the current crisis. 

Please put me on your ma!llng llst. I'll be 
glad to help keep a man of your stature in 
the Senate. 

Sincerely yours, 
Mr. and Mrs. S. G. MOYSE. 

Sena tor WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

AUBURN, CALIF. 

DEAR SENATOR MoRsE: Your position on 
Vietnam is the most courageous to appear on 
the national scene in many months. I trust 
you w!l! stay with it and continue to advo
cate what must be the posslblllties inherent 
in something that we can do short of military 
action . 

God bless the people of Oregon for elect
ing you to national office. 

Sincerely, 
JOHN K . MORRIS. 

BROOKLYN, N.Y. 
DEAR SENATOR MoRsE: Thank you very 

much for looking honestly and then voting 
bravely on the Vietnam war. I was begin-

nlng to be terribly frightened when I saw 
that our Government could take a dangerous 
and bullying action without one responsible 
figure doubting the omctal story. All the 
newspapers are speculating "Why dld North 
Vietnam make such a provocative move." 
Everyone sees there is no reason but not one 
has dared to doubt that we were Indeed 
attacked. But, of course, regardless of the 
exact facts in this incident, the whole war 
is a very doubtful undertaking. The massive 
use of napalm and concentration camps 
makes me feel that no Communist govern
ment could possibly be worse . 

It is hard to hear much ln America about 
the actual goals of the Vietcong or Ho. How
ever, it is said that Ho is will!ng to accept 
a nonallned or even a Western-oriented gov
ernment in the south I! trade relations will 
be allowed between the two halves of Viet
nam. It was quite aggressive and just plain 
mean, for the United States to forbid the 
traditional trade by which North Vietnam 
exchanged fuel for food from the south. 

The Vietnamese have always tried to main
tain some independence of China. Ho Chi 
Minh shows the same tendencies. There is 
no reason why we cannot negotiate with the 
countries on China's borders as we now do 
with Poland , Rumania, and other "satel
lites." 

Our Government has been acting Irration
ally, sensationally, and brutally In this mat
ter . I hate to say this but right now we 
owe our security to the peaceful desires o! 
the Soviet Union, North Vietnam, and even 
China. Yes, even China is acting more ra
tionally than the United btates. 

I suppose this firm stand will make John
son look good but I think it a dirty trick 
for an election gimmick. There Is some risk 
involved even I! Johnson had prearranged 
things with Moscow. But more Important, 
these election games involve so many lives 
in Vietnam. It's shocking to hear liberals 
speculating on our chance to win and not 
one responsible figure will mention the bru
tality of this campaign. In Asian history 
books we won't come out better than the 
Nazies. Unfortunately, in the United States 
such thinking relegates one to the position 
of crackpots, pacifists , religious cranks, and 
Communists. 

Thank you again for taking your position. 
Sincerely, 

Mrs . BARBARA GARSON . 

Ron. WAYNE MORSE, 
U.S. Se?ULtor, 
Se?ULte Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

BUFFALO, N.Y., 
August 6, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MoasE : This Is to congratu
late you on your recent statement on the 
Vietnam crisis and the ln¥olvement of the 
United States there. It always takes great 
courage to make unpopular pronouncements 
on public affairs but the courage required 
on such pronouncements when foreign policy 
issues are involved is multiplied many times; 
you are an outstanding public servant at a 
time when we so sorely need outstanding 
leadership. I know you will continue to lead 
the forces of sanity and reason: please let 
me thank you for it. I only wish I were in 
a position to cast my vote for you in some 
future election. 

Sincerely yours , 
BILL J. HARRELL. 

WASHfNGTON, D.C., 
August 4, 1964. 

Thank Goa , gentlemen, for men like Sena
tor MoRSE. Let this not be the only voice 
crying in the wilderness. I am sure the 
British Parliament and the King of England 
and the redcoats felt that they were defend
ing peace and freedom and that the colonists 
were the aggressors ln 1776. Also in the 
War of 1812 I am sure that the White House 

was burned by the British in order to teach 
the arrogant Americans a lesson. 0! course, 
Hitler always spoke for peace ln every speech 
while he was preparing for aggressive war. 

In the name of sanity, gentlemen, "Let 
us reason together." 

Must we face an inferno, must we make 
the choice of compromising together or 
separately or be incinerated together or 
separately? Please speak for the people, not 
for the war lords. Speak for our children, 
not for our "interests." Our only hope is 
that China and Russia and the Soveit Union 
show more restraint than we are showing. 
For Heaven's sake, gentlemen, do not out 
GOLDWATER GOLDWATER. For humanity'S 
sake, n o more Hiroshlrnas. 

DAVID RUBY. 

BROOKLYN, N.Y., 
August 7, 1964. 

Ron. WAYNE MoRSE, 
U.S. Senate, 
washington, D.C. 

DEAR SIR: Your stand against any fur
ther U.S. Intervention and urging withdrawal 
of our forces ln Vietnam ln favor o! United 
Nations sponsored mediation and elections 
is encouraging news. 

It would appear that the United States is 
interfering with the civil war of another 
country in the defense o! tyranny rather 
than the people's wishes. Each move our 
forces make only entangles us further ln the 
Internal affairs of a country that wants to 
:md should be allowed to settle its own 
disputes. 

It is essential that you continue your cou
rageous stand for freedom and democracy In 
southeast Asia. Myself and millions o! the 
peace-loving people around the world are 
backing your efforts. 

Sincerely, 

Senator WAYNE MoRSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

ALAN REICH. 

BUFFALO, N.Y., 
A1£gust 6, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR : Though you do not repre
sent my district, yours is the only sane voice 
raised in Congress against the adventures of 
national administration. Recent military 
action by the United States ln Vietnam can 
only give aid and comfort to Senator GOLD
WATER and the Birchites. I am not proud 
that the resources of the United States, both 
military and financial, have been, and are 
being, used to stifie a people's march to in
dependence. 

We have replaced the French as the ag
gressors and have sidestepped using the 1964 
Gene~ Commission to bring peace and inde
pendence to this country. Too often in re
cent years we have acted unilaterally ln for
eign affairs, with the result that U.S. pres
tige is at an alltime low. It is high time that 
this trend is reversed. 

I respectfully urge, Senator, that you re
quest the Johnson administration to re
convene the 1964 Geneva Commission so that 
a peaceful solution can be found for the 
problems of southeast Asia. Our present 
tragic course could very well precipitate a 
global conflict. 

I remain. 
Very truly yours, 

MICHAEL CLUNE. 

ST. PETERSBURG, FLA., 
August 8, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MoRsE: We have just sent 
the following letter to President Johnson: 

"For some time we have been concerned 
over the ever greater involvement of the 
United States ln the war in Vietnam. Cer
tainly it is becoming more and more appar
ent that the methods of violence we have 
resorted to are ineffective. Certainly no one 
could endorse all-out atomic war. Now, the 

'I 
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astep-up in America n participation increases 
risks but seems no more calculated to bring 
about the desired ends of peace, rights of 
aself-determination, and Independence for the 
Vietnamese p eople. 

"We heartily concur with Senators MoRSE 
and GRUENING that our present action Is 
unwise and not justified. Will you please 
utlllze your position and politica l sk1lls to 
find an imaginative new way to resolve this 
asltuatlon, a means consistent with tradition
al democratic and Christian Ideals?" 

We support and are grateful for your lead
ership, Senator MoRSE. 

Sincerely, 
CLARK AND PAT BAUWMAN. 

JAMAICA, N.Y., 
August 8, 1964 . 

DEAR SENATOR MoRSE: Despite the fact I am 
not one of your constituents, I could not 
fall to write you to applaud and thank you 
for your integrity and unremitting courage 
tn opposing the current disastrous policy of 
our Government In South Vietnam-indeed 
1n all southeast Asia. Aga.J.nst discouraging 
odds, your day-by-day insistence on telllng 
unpalatable and unpopular truths is one of 
the finest things that ever happened in the 
U.S. Senate. 

I wish I could vote for you for President. 
Again , thank you-and please try to keep 

tt going. 
Sincerely yours, 

LEONARD GOULD. 

FREMONT CENTER, N.Y. 
.August 7, 1964. 

I 'm with you, sir . Let's get out of the Far 
East. Also, admit Red China to the U.N. 

Mrs. G . WAYNE. 

CAMBRIDGE, MASS ._. 

Senator WAYNE MoRsE, 
U .S. Senate, 
Washington, D .C . 

Attgust 8, 1964 . 

DEAR SENATOR MoRsE : Congratulat ions on 
your opposition to Joint Resolution 189, "Re
lating to peace and security In southeast 
Asia." 

Yours truly, 
JAMES FOLEY. 

EAST ORANGE, N.J ., 
Au gust 6, 1964. 

Hon. WAYNE MoRSE, 
Senator from Oregon, 
Senate Office Buildin g, 
Washington, D .C . 

DEAR Sm : It is rather late In the day, I 
know, but I have long Intended to add a let
ter to the many you have received In support 
of your position on the question o: southeast 
Asia. It is heartening that there are a few 
Senators who are stlll willing to give the lie 
to the "big liars," but It Is most discourag
ing that the majority of that body stlll prefer 
myths to realities. I now have to read a 
newspaper which I detest, the National 
Guardian, just to find out what you and 
Senator GRUENING are saying. 

I used the words "big liars" advisedly, for I 
can only Infer from the officia l and jour
nalistic treatment of the U- 2 atfa lr, the Bay 
of Pigs, the Kennedy assassination, and the 
present escalation in southeast Asia, that 
there has developed a genuine desire on the 
p art of America ns to live In the comforting 
world of In ternational fan t asies. Even some 
of the imagined demons and hobgoblins are a 
comfort, since they make it unnecessary to 
deal with the world as It Is. Free debate is 
allowed, Indeed encouraged-as long as It is 
within the fr amework of a concensus of 
f a llacies. 

The most recent Incident In southeast Asia 
are In many wa ys the grossest Insult to the 
intelligence of the public that I have yet ex
perienced. Journalists and Government offi
cials are bard put to advance any explanation 

of the reasons for the attacks (if that is the 
appropriate word In view of the fact that 
none of the destroyers were even scratched) 
by the North VIetnamese. Thus far all of 
their far-fetched hypotheses break down. 
There Is a very simple explanation Indeed, 
which no one dares mention. It Is Indicated 
succinctly by two adjacent hea dlines in the 
New York Times of August 5: "Two Red 
Craft Believed Sunk"; "Khanh Is Fighting 
Threat of a Coup." It the unidentified PT 
boa ts were indeed such, then It would m ake 
the best sense to assume that they were 
South VIetnamese boats, firing upon our 
ships but delibera tely missing, In an attempt 
to force us to escalate the war and support 
a m arch to the North. (I would not be so 
unpatriotic as to think that any American 
agency would h ave backed them In such 
etforts.) I would even be willing to believe 
tha t the PT boats were In f act North VIet
namese, if there were a t least some attempt 
to adduce evidence which would substantiate 
this allegation. The very failure to Introduce 
to the public any such evidence Is 1 tself an 
argument In favor of my hypothesis . Until 
there is an attempt at substantiation, I will 
not resort to the lectlo dUiiclllor, which would 
still not erase the numerous earmarks of foul 
play. It w1ll be only too appropriate if the 
escalated war In sou theast Asia Is pursued 
behind the ba ttle-cry : "Remember the Mad
dox." Has anyone thought to Inquire of 
the Hearst papers what t heir agents were 
doing on Sunday last? 

Just 3 weeks ago, after observing the 
shameless spectacle a t the Cow Palace, I com
municated to the Times my private fears 
concerning the poss!bUitles of hanky-panky 
during the coming election campaign, created 
Incidents domestic or lnternatlonal In the 
style of the sinking of the Maine, the Reich
stag fire , the Kirov assassination, the various 
Polish "aggressions" against Germany in 
1939, the U-2 atfalr, etc. This past Monday 
I wrote to them an "I told you so" letter, 
listing three definite Instances, possibly six, 
which would confirm my original fears. I 
will conclude this by quoting the last para
graph of my second letter: "Perhaps the long, 
hot summer will be more like a fireworks dis 
play on Fourth of July. Slow and evenly 
timed at first, but, man, will we all be dazzled 
by the grand finale . And all red-white -and
blue too." 

Ma y I otfer my best wishes and my per
sonal support for your valiant attempt to 
bring some sanity to our discussion of and 
policy In southeast Asia. 

Sincerely yours, 
JAMES H. STAM. 

FARMERS LIVE POULTRY MARKET, 
Newburgh, N.Y., 

August 10, 1964. 
Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : Thank you on your 
stand before the Senate on the southeast 
Asia Issue on presenting tb,e f acts of the is
sue. 

If the Senate and Congress h ad a few 
more champions on bringing the facts be
fore the American people and not the paid 
press we would have a country we could be 
proud of. 

Any hearings of which you know that may 
be of use in bringing these facts to the 
unenlightened public will be read with 
much Interest. 

Yours truly, 
ALFRED INTOMASE. 

HAMDEN, CONN., 
August 8, 1964 . 

Senator WAYNE MoRSE, 
u.s. Senate, 
Washington, D .C . 

DEAR SENATOR MoRsE: May we express our 
distinct approval of your logical, sane and 
courageous stand on the VIetnam situation, 

particularly with respect to what seems to us 
the Ill-conceived and somewhat hysterical 
move on the part of the administration. 

We believe that the United Nations should 
have been called in Into the case Imme
diately rather than ex post facto. 

Respectfully yours, 
Mr. and Mrs. RICHARD F . MEZZOTERO . 

INDIANAPOUS, IND ., 
.August 7, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MoRSE: I wish to commend 
you on the stand you took the other nigh t, 
which I saw on television. 

These are crucial times for our Nation. 
Many are anxious that we can still say that 
we are a "Christian" nation. Thus we need 
to conduct ourselves In a manner that shall 
prove this to the world. 

I realize that all of you as our leaders have 
a very difficult time to make the right deci
sion, so I pray God's leadership to endure 
you with wisdom. 

Once again, thank you. 
Sincerely, 

Mrs. WALTER BALDWIN . 

CHAPPAQUA, N.Y., 
August 7, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Thougl:J not In your 
district I ca nnot help writing to thank you 
for your work and finally your vote against 
the mounting tide toward war . 

So many persons around here--and all 
across the country I am sure--feel the In
creasing lntransiglence of the United States 
Is very dangerous as well as morally wrong. 

However, most of us do not get around 
to writing, especially to a Senator from a 
Sta.te not our own, so I thought I would 
let you know that we commend your courage 
and applaud your stand which I fervently 
hope that the preelection Goldwaterism now 
appearing in the Democratic Party will not 
grow, or burst, Into a war. 

Sincerely and gratefully, 

R on . WAYNE MoRSE, 
Senate Office Bui lding, 
Washington, D .C. 

RUTH McMOORE. 

RICHMOND, VA., 
August 7, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MoRsE : I believe you could 
say this is my first fan letter. My husband 
and I are fa ns of yours and we would like 
you to know of our admiration far your 
unique combination of Intelligence, commit
ment, and courage. 

When Republicans and Democrats were one 
voice over the necessity to resist "aggres
sion" In South VIetnam (the 51st state?) 
why should there have been only one voice 
to say "aggression"? lnqulrlngly. Yours is 
the only clear voice we hear in Congress 
today (and next to It is the sound of the 
other Senator from OTegon). We recently 
applauded you on the "Issues and Answers" 
program. Every single statement you made 
could h ave been an ext ension or our own 
viewpoint. 

Please let us know what ot her Senators 
and Representatives share your feelings about 
the United Nations as the proper assembly 
to handle the question of "aggression," and 
the necessity to curta il military expenditures. 
I shall be glad to wrl te to them. It would 
be wonderful if we could create even a 
small ground swell to convince the Demo
cra tic Party tha t we really do want a "choice" 
come November. At the present, both parties 
seem to be vying for first place In an attempt 
to discredit our posture in the world as a 
peace-loving n ation . 

Be assured t hat t here is much silent ap
plause for you around this country, and we 
would like to see your viewpoint corroborated 
by a number of so-called liberal politicians. 

Appreciatively, 
LoRArNE and GORDON F'EI..s. 
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SEVEN VALLEYS, PA., 

August 7, 1964 . 
Sena tor WAYNE MoRSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Congratulations on 
your sta.nd aga.inst U.S. mll1tartsm in Viet
nam. It is most unfortunate that we don't 
have more Senators (a.nd more people in 
genera.l) aware of the stupidity of our war in 
southeast Asia and the vital importance of 
either taking this to the U.N. or reconvening 
the 1962 Geneva Conference, but It is good to 
see the strong stand you have taken and 
your valla.nt last-ditch fight. 

From one grateful citizen with best wishes 
for better success In the future. 

LINDA SMrrH. 

MANSFIELD_, OHIO_, 
August 6, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MoRsE: Never have I ad
mired a man as much as I have you in the 
last few years, but especially the last few 
months. I have listened to you on the 
"Today" show and last night I heard you come 
out against our actions in Vietnam. Most 
of us lack the courage to say what we 
actually believe, It is so much easier to go 
along with the crowd, but in recent years I 
have found out I cannot do this and have 
peace of mind. 

I do not believe the way the John Birch 
Society does, GOLDWATER and so many others 
that hate everything and have no answer 
except to say that we are the true Ameri
cans, and this scares me. They are only 
afraid for themselves. No matter how many 
people get killed in other countries, just so 
they don't get near us. 

What the answer is is hard to say, but 
when you say this should have been taken 
to the U.N. long ago, I have to agree that is 
right. We don't get the truth in the news
papers or television and this worries me. 
How am I to find out who is right and who 
is wrong, but until I do I am going to make 
no quick decisions. Again let me say you 
will no doubt stand alone on this issue and 
many others, and this I have to admire, a.nd 
I have heard so many others say the same. 
thing. We act like mobs, and follow like 
sheep, just like the German people did 
Hitler. You are the only link to the other 
side of the truth that we can hear. Keep up 
the good work. 

Mrs. M. E. BRADFORD. 

Senator WAYNE MoRSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

GOSHEN, IND ._, 
August 7, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: The crisis in south
east Asia gives me major conce.rn. And the 
TV presentation of it on August 5 was of 
unusual interest, especially what you had to 
say. The comparison of the Tonkin Bay 
incident with that of Cuba in November 1962 
was eloquent and pertinent. 

Can you help me find the answers to these 
questions: 

1. Are t he essential facts available on the 
Tonkin incident? I remember with regret 
that Congresswoman Jeannette Rankin was 
uneble to get (in time) the facts about 
United States-Japanese trade in the summer 
and fall of 1941. , 

2. Can you work with U.N. Delegate C. M. 
G. Adebo and others toward moving the 
world toward peace? His remarks on TV 
the morning of August 6 were very eloquent 
also. 

3. Your reference to a policy of "beating 
swords into ploughshares" was pertinent. 
Can thJs incident be used to help move the 
world and, especially our own beloved coun
try, toward peace? Disarmament seems to 
me one of the basics 1! the human race 
is to last long on this planet. 

Some of your critics interpret you as want
ing just to get more publicity. But I have 
a much higher respect !or you than that. 
And I appreciate your willingness to stand 
up and be counted when It is a lonesome 
business. I trust enough American citizens 
will come alive on this and other problems in 
time and act as responsible world citizens. 
Any help you can give me will be highly 
appreciated. 

Gra tefully yours, 
DAN WEST. 

ST. PAUL, MINN., 
August 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MoRSE. 
DEAR SENATOR: May I offer my whole

hearted support to a man who has the 
courage to stand alone and speak truth and 
facts . 

I am simply nauseated by the deception 
pulled on the "Americ"an" people-by the 
childish and cowardly actions by which many 
Congressmen simply kow tow and utter 
only words they have overheard-"unpro
voked attack"-we know "our vital inter
ests"-mouey? Commerce? et cetera. 

Why do we feed communism on one end 
and fight it on the other? 

If a destroyer came to the shores of my 
country, I would certainly consider it an 
intruder. Would we Jet one sit (with plans) 
in the area of the Gulf of Mexico? 

Adlai Stevenson advanced such cheap ex
cuses-self-righteously telllng of the burn
ing of a school in South Vietnam etcetera
when in his own country people are burning 
churches and kllllng children-murdering 
each other-maybe we should clean our own 
house. 

President Johnson is constantly telling the 
American people what they think, as though 
they were nincompoops who could not think 
for themselves. The eye of the television 
camera reveals all evasiveness and deceit-
and cowardice. 

Yours truly, 
Mrs. ELEANOR WEIMER, 

Housewife. 

Senator WAYNE MoRsE, 
U.s. Senate, 
Washington, D .O. 

VISTA, CALIF., 
August 7, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: We have just read 
your remarks on the issue in South and 
North Vietnam and agree that the U.S. mlll
tary is only causing much or this trouble 
and that the whole issue should be handled 
by the United Nations. In the long run the 
people of Asia will throw off the white man's 
lnfiuence and domination and our meddling 
in the affairs of Asia will backfire against 
the people or the United States and history 
will record us in a most unfavorable light 
with all the peoples or Asia. 

Sincerely, 
LEE LAMOREAUX. 

P.S.-President Johnson and the U.S. mlll
tary are waging a war in Asia without a 
declaration of war by Congress. This is 
reason enough for impeachment. 

L. J. L . 

CARLSBAD, CALIF. , 
August 7, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : I heartediy endorse 
your opinion or our attack on North Vietnam. 
And agree that the defense of South Viet
nam should be conducted through the 
United Nations and not by the United States 
without aid or our allies. 

0! what use Is our Congress when the 
President can order an attack and then ask 
!or approval? 

Yours truly, 
L. P . McCu Tc HEN. 

SEBASCO ESTATES, MAINE, 
August 5, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Congratulations on 
your courage to stand up publicly !or a re
turn to morality in our foreign affairs. Yours 
1s a higher patriotism than that of the many 
who will criticize you. 

Don't give up the fight. Our hope for 
real greatness lies in your type of clear think
ing. 

Sincerely, 
ELIZABETH S. FINE. 

EMPORIA, KANS., 
August 6, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR Sm: We a.ppreciate your speaking 
out against our policy in southeast Asia. 

President Johnson's action is so obviously 
political expediency, I a.ID a.m.a.zed that it was 
not unmediately and loudly denounced by 
the press and the public. Your voice seems 
rather lonely, but surely you speak !or the 
people. 

You put into words exactly our thought. 
Speak on. 

Sincerely, 
Mr. and Mrs. ALLEN CoRYELL. 

WOOODSTOCK, VT., 
August 6, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I congratulate you 
on your courage and your wisdom in oppos
ing our conduct or war in southeast Asia. 

The use of violence a.nd destruction can
not be justl.fied indefinitely by labeling it a 
"fight against communism." 

I hope you will do all you can to channel 
this question a.nd related questions into the 
U.N. where it may be accepted as the respon
siblllty of the entire human race. 

Sincerely, 
TAD BAILEY. 

ANAHEIM, CALIF., 
August 6, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I agree with you 100 
percent on your stand concerning Vietnam 
and President Johnson. I think it's terrible 
the way we've acted in this area. I only wish 
there were more Senators with your courage 
and principles. 

Also, your efforts to cut our wasted foreign 
aid have my strong support. 

Thank goodness there are a.t least a few 
men left with some backbone in the Senate, 

Sincerely yours, 
Mrs . JOHN T. WORK. 

CoviNGTON, MicH., 
August 5, 1964. 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate, Washington, D.C. 

DEAR MR. MoRSE: Congratulations for your 
stand on southeast Asia. You have a. far 
larger folloWing than you think. Wish you 
was on a ticket for President. As it 1s the 
people are only getting a chance to vote on 
bad or worse. 

Sincerely, 

Senator MORSE, 
U .S. Se1UI.te, 
Washington, D .C . 

ARTHUR STENSON. 

SAN MATEO , CALIF. , 
August 5, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR: Seeing and hearing you on 
television Wednesday evening, August 5, 1964, 
kind of lifted my spirits to believe that man 
1s still above animal. Even our greatest men 
and even top leader, our President, clings to 
the cave era of human behavior. The worst 
of it all is that our present administration, 
cloaked in noble clothes, takes advice of a 
BARRY GOLDWATER. HOW long can we fall 
not to know that we are on the bottom? 
Interests are at stake? Who's? Speaking 
one time that war does not win anything 
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and asking the full right to wage a war as 
chief of the m.llltary and of the United 
StateS, is the only modern model of our ad
ministration's respect and feelings for the 
dead and misery they award us, the people 
of our country. Before it was Kaiser, then 
Hitler, now the Reds, our enem!es. We al
ways find enemies and always we the people 
must give our sons to be murdered. Oh, 
dear friend, please tell me will that ever 
end. To prove patriotism and love to our 
people by sending them to battlefields? My 
heart Is heavy with pain. I would write to 
our President but he will never get to see it. 

May God give you strength to fight the 
c ause of our people. 

Yours for human behavior, 
SAMUEL SHINER. 

PALO ALTO, CALIF., 
August 6, 1964. 

Ron. WAYNE MORSE, 
The Senate, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR Sm: Thank you for your courage in 
speaking out on the southeast Asia situation. 
It is appalling how close our Nation is coming 
to war, in this 111-consldered undertaking. 
It would be different if we had ever really 
found out what the people over there wanted, 
and whom they wanted as leaders. If only 
now the Security Council can bring some 
moderation into the heat, perhaps this time 
we may escape having the whole world blown 
up. Good luck and good health to you . 

Sincerely yours, 
Mrs. JANE TAYLOR GORA.J. 

ROCKLAND COUNTY, N.Y., 
August 7, 1964. 

DE.AR SENATOR MoRsE: Please keep up your 
splendid fight to keep the United States from 
becoming further Involved In war in south
east Asia. 

We have enough to do here at home, espe
cially by way of helping Negroes to improve 
their situation through jobs, more educa
tion, and better housing. This Is the effort 
that should take up our national energies, 
not courting nuclear warfare that could ex
terminate us all. 

With gratitude, I am, 
Sincerely yours, 

Senator WAYNE MoRsE, 
U .S. Senate, 
Washington, D .C. 

AUBON P. MAN, Jr. 

AUGUST 7, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: As a student of his
tory, I consider myself a fair judge of great
ness. I humbly regard you In this category. 
Although I could trace the greatness of your 
career from your fight against the Tidelands 
giveaway to your Telstar battles and the rest 
of your notable fights, I write this letter In 
reference to your courageous stand on VIet
nam. I have followed your perceptive chal
lenges to the tragedy of nondebatable for
eign pol!cy, and I am in utter agreement 
with your views. Sad to say, too few l:;en
ators have joined you. Please pass my sup
port on to Senators GRUENING, BARTLETT, and 
those other Senators who similarly view the 
outrages of our southeast Asia policies. 

But It Is in this time of crisis when the 
whole country leaps to Ignorant unison to 
support a wrong war, that you are to be 
cited for your courage In remaining true to 
your righteous position. It Is the kind of 
courage that few politicians are capable of 
I feel sure that if the American people knew 
what really was going on in Vietnam (that 
Is, if someone besides I . F. Stone printed 
your remarkable speeches) they would view 
U.S. policy with the same distaste. 

It Is Important, Senator MoRSE, that you 
know that there are many of us who applaud 
your lonely stand and pray that others wlll 

see the wisdom o! your position. We w1ll do 
our best to make better known to the public 
our opposition to the United States unjuat 
involvement. We know that your stead
fastness and courage w111 not diminish. 

We thank you and honor you. 
Sincerely. 

EUGENE A. LIEBER. 

NEW HAVEN, CONN., 
August 7, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I concur Whole
heartedly with your article in the recent 
Progressive and your statements to the press 
about the war In Vietnam. I know many 
other people who feel very strongly that the 
war in Vietnam Is morally wrong and plainly 
Indefensible because o! our United Nations 
agreements, and It is very heartening to have 
your representation In the Senate. You are 
doing an immense good. 

Sincerely, 
BARBARA S. STOCKING . 

SAN LORENZO, CALIF., 
August 6, 1964. 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
U .S. Senator, 
Senate Office B1Lild.ing, Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MoRSE: I want to express my 
admiration, gratitude, and than~ !or your 
courageous statement with regard to the sit
uation in Vietnam. It seemed the one clear 
note of sanity and wisdom midst the dis
cordant and confused sounds emanating !rom 
Washington yesterday over television and 
radio. 

The Incident which is supposed to have 
"kickedoff" all the sabre rattling certainly 
doesn't seem to warrant all this sound and 
fury. I don't see bow any native of Vietnam 
w111 benefit by a confiict; it would only serve 
to massacre people for as well as against us 
as well as destroy their country. Haven't 
those poor people suffered enough? Also, I 
can't understand bow any group of people 
who are citizens of Vietnam can be accused 
of "aggression"-lt's their country isn't it? 
By the same token, could we not say that 
the North was the a.ggressor in the South 
during the Civil War in our own history? 
It would seem logical to assume that an ag
gressor comes from outside Vietnam-such 
as the Unit'ed States. 

One wonders if the situation bas been 
mushroomed Into a br!nk-o!-war crisis In 
order to show the Goldwater forces that the 
administration is just as ready for a fight as 
they are. It would seem greater political 
wisdom to be calm, reasonable, and just In 
this kind of situation in order to demon
strate that the Democratic Party Is not the 
"war" party that the opposition brands it. 
The administration should present a strong, 
sane, wUI!ng-to-negotiate attitude, rather 
than that of a fra ntic, Immature, trigger
happy, mentally retarded giant. We are too 
important, too great a Nation for such child
ish actions that are taking place this week. 
I , !or one, feel no safer having heard Presi
dent Johnson's statement. On the contrary, 
I'm scared to death. 

Sincerely, 
Mrs . GEORGIE BROOKE, 

Democrat, Eighth Congressional D is 
trict, A lameda County. 

Han. WAYNE MORSE, 

PARIS, ILL., 
August 5, 1964. 

U .S. Senate, Washington, D.C. 
DEAa Sm: I wish to state my support or 

your position, over many months, of the U.S. 
participation In the war In Vietnam. 

I assure you, that thoughtful citizens in 
every State, are thankful that the people of 
Oregon keep sending a man of your ablllty 
and courage to the U.S. Senate. 

Very truly yours, 
PAUL W. RAMSEY". 

SAND SPRINGS, OKLA ., 
August 5, 1964. 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
U.S. Senate, 
washington, D .C. 

DEAlt Sm: If we are plummeted Into that 
final war, history wlll say of us that we were 
the people who could not see reality; we were 
the citizens who accepted, unquestioned, an 
official rhetoric which defined good and evil 
only In relation to which side perpetrated 
the action. 

If our country and tlte world are to sur
vive, more citizens and high officials must 
accept their responsiblllty to judge critically 
the course that our disastrous VIetnam 
policy is leading us. It Is in this respect that 
I commend you !or what could be called your 
appeal to sanity. Hopefully the United 
States wlll give up Its inane claim to sanctity, 
admit its share or the blame for the injus
tices done to the people o! South Vietnam 
and, over a conference table, help to resolve 
the confilct in the Interests of the Viet
namese and, concomitantly, world peace. 

Respectfully yours, 
JAMES W. RUSSELL. 

MERCER ISLAND, WASH., 
August 7, 1964 . 

Senator WAYNE MoRSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C . 

DEAR SENATOR MoRsE: In this sad affair of 
the hostilities in southeast Asia, it is heart
ening to see one person able and willing to 
come out against the sweep of old tendencies. 
I hope there will be more, as the resolution 
Is sent from the cotnm1ttee; but yesterday 
yours was reported as the lone dissenting 
voice. 

I have repeatedly sent protests as to our 
unilateral intervention in southeast Asia. If 
there is the threat there that is pictured, I 
beUeve it should be handled by the United 
Nations or a group of nations less Interested 
than we have become. I believe the people of 
South Vietnam are not being helped by this 
war. I hope your evaluation of the situation 
finds some voice of approval. 

Respectfully yours, 
Mrs. LILLIAN W. FIEDLER. 

BEVERLY HILLS, CALIF. 
Hon. WAYNE MoRsE, 
Senate Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : We are happy and 
in complete agreement on your stand 
against the fighting In Vietnam. This, in 
our opinion, is a losing war no matter who is 
successful. 

We are also in complete agreement witll 
you and Senator GaUENING In your opinion 
on "foreign ald." 

We are proud of the fact that you helped 
cut $500 million out of the $7 bllllon budget, 
and that your goal is to cut some $460 mil
lion this year. Keep up the good work , stay 
well and be happy. 

Sincerely your, 
Dr. and Mrs. N.H. GLADSTONE. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

.JAMAICA, N.Y., 
August 7, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MoRsE : Once again I would 
like to congratulate you on your very cou
rageous stand on the dirty war in Vietnam. 

I agree with you that our Involvement in 
South Vietnam can lead only to these types 
of actions. Moreover, if t ile New York Times 
of August 4 accurately reported the Navy's 
chronology of the Maddox's first encounter 
with the North Vietnamese boats, it is quite 
apparent that the Maddox was the first to 
fire. Therefore what this means Is that it was 
we, not they, who were the aggressors . 
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For me, a~ !or many others, it was very 

heartening to hear your message, sent to the 
memori!U meeting for the dead of Rtroshim.a.. 
But It is !Umost ironic that on August 6, 1964. 
19 years (to the day) after the bombing of 
Hiroshima the New York Post carries a front
page headline about planes in South VIetnam 
carrying nuclear bombs. 

Please, Senator MoRSE, for the people of 
America as well as for all peace-loving people 
throughout the world, continue your work 
on exposing the U.S. role in southeast Asia.. 
I have confidence that very soon all Ameri
cans shall know the truth and there w1ll be 
a gener!U demand !or U.S. withdraw!U from 
South Vietnam. 

With best wishes !or a successful struggle. 
LEE DLUGXN. 

NEW YoRK, N .Y. 
DEAR SENATOR MoRSE: I wtsh to congratu

late you on your courageous stand in the 
Senate on the VIetnam situation. 

Too few people have the courage of their 
convictions and have an unbio.sed view of the 
problem with our involvement in VIetnam. 

I am wholeheartedly of the same opinion 
you so courageously expressed on the Senate 
floor. 

We need people of your Integrity to tell the 
Nation the truth. 

I salute you and hope you will continue 
informing the Nation of what ts really hap
pening there and point out the danger of our 
actions to the world. 

Sincerely, 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

SYLVIA RosE. 

ENCINO, CALIF., 
August B, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: We are writing be
cause we !eel that the bravery you have 
shown in your stand on the recent crtsls in 
Vietnam should not go unnoticed. We com
mend you !or your words against Johnson's 
brinkmanship which is leading us danger
ously close to World War m and the extinc
tion of man. We feel that your action was 
mol-e than patriotic, It was humanitarian. 
That which will benefit au men is always the 
wisest course in the end. 

With much gratitude, 
Jn.L LEwrs. 
CHARLES AND SARABELLE LEWIS. 
EVA LEFF. 

TEMPLE CITY, CALIF .. 

Senator WAYNE MoRSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

August 6, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I am writing to offer 
support to you on your position in the late 
developments in North Vietnam. I agree 
with you in your belie! that the resolution 
sought by President Johnson would amount 
to a "predated declaration of war." It is Im
perative, as you say, that this be a matter !or 
the conference table and not one of ha~ty 
retaliation or beJllgerence. 

Sincerely yours, 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Washington, D .C. 

Wn.LIAM H . WELLS. 

AUGUST 7, 1964. 

DEAR Sra: I want to thank you !or your 
courageous stand in the Congress on the 
issues o! VIetnam and the United States. 
The newspapers and the news media have 
highlighted your statements of protest of our 
country's participation in South VIetnam. 
Much about the reasons for the need of U.S. 
participation in this area bas not been told. 
I believe that any country has a right to self-

No.165--24 

determination whether it Is VIetnam In 1964 
or the Thirteen Colonies in 1776. The coun
try of France withdrew !rom VIetnam and the 
United States moved in with an advisory 
force of 35,000 armed military men. The 
total overwhelms me. Why are our boys 
dying there? WUl the Republlc ot China 
stand by and let this participation go un
heeded? I seriously believe that the United 
States is wrong In this ml!ltary action, and 
once again I would like to commend your 
stand. We need It very much. 

Yours truly, 
MARY STEVEN. 

SAN JOSE, CALIF. 

NEWBURGH, N.Y., 
August 6,1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Bui lding, 
Washington, D .C. 

/ 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I suport your lone 
opposition to the Johnson administration's 
sudden bombing attack on North VIetnam. 

I hope your courage In speaking out for 
peace and sanity will help educate both the 
American people and your fellow Govern
ment officials to the dangerous folly of our 
present espousal of force in southeast Asia. 

We need negotiation and understanding, 
not angry attack. 

I expect to write In your name for Presi
dent in November. 

With concern, 
SAVI CLOUGH. 

HOLLYWOOD, CALIF., 
August 6, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: History Will applaud 
you as one of the few men ot honor left In 
polltics. Please continue to speak out on 
VIetnam. The human race needs your 
courage and your honesty. 

Sincerely, 
The F'rELD FAMILY. 

Copy to the White House. 

Hon. WAYNE MoasE, 
The U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

ATLANTA, GA., 
August 7, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: You may be alone 
In the Senate, but you are not alone in the 
Nation. Tbls is to thank you !or your 
courageous and rational stand regarding our 
recent action In Vietnam. Your reasons !or 
this stand are sound, as are your Ideas re
garding our policy In lUI of Asia. 

At present I !eel helpless as I sit in my 
home, not knowing how I can help stop our 
continuing involvement In an area where we 
should not be. As you have pointed out, our 
present pollcy Is directly violating those ob
ligations to which we are JegaJly bound in
ternatlonruly, Including those set forth by 
the United Nations Charter. Your contin
uing voice Is needed desperately In this strug
gle to bring about enllghtenment among 
the leaders of our Nation. 

Very truly yours, 
ROY MAURER, Jr. 

Copy to the President. 

AUGUST 5, 1964. 
DEAR SENATOR MORSE: We are in complete 

agreement with you on the VIetnam situa
tion. 

Bravo. 

BUFFALO, N .Y. 
Mr. and Mrs. E. FRIED. 

TUCSON, Asrz., 
August 5, 1964 . 

DEAR SENATOR '¥ORSE: Congratulations on 
your stand on the Vietnam crisis. It was 
refreshing on the television program CBS Re
port to hear you speak as you did. McNa-

mara was much too interested in "destroy." 
He used this word at least !our or five times 
in his brte! comments. Morality and the 
Christian way cannot extst side by side with 
"destroy." 

May you find support in your convictions. 
Very sincerely yours, 

JOSEPH.tNE E. CHENOWETH. 
A taxpayer who regrets that my tax money 

is used !or m111tary puxposes. 

AUGUST 6, 1964. 
DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I want to congratu

late you on your stand with respect to the 
unUm! ted power which is being afforded Pres
Ident Johnson to handle the "crisis" in VIet
nam. 

It seems incredible that so many can be so 
wrong In this situation. I write this with a 
heavy heart. Nevertheless, I want you to 
know that your dissent was a bright spot 
In what, otherwise, is a very bleak picture. 

At times like this I always !eel that I 
haven't done enough to counteract this m111-
tary hysteria, but I want you to know that 
I am grateful for the truth that you speak 
and have spoken. That It has fallen on deaf 
ears Is a tragedy. 

Respectfully, 

NAPLES, N.Y. 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

MARY TAYLOR. 

WEBSTER, N .Y., 
August 6, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: We have long been 
distressed over the presence of U.S. troops In 
VIetnam. Your recent article "Humpty 
Dumpty in Vietnam" appearing in the Au
gust 1964 Issue of the "Progressive" put our 
fears into words so clearly and predicted the 
present confrontation. 

You are to be commended !or your contin
ual warnings and courageous stand even 
against the present action taken by our Gov
ernment in retaJlation. While we criticize 
the Soviets for weakening the U.N. through 
failure to pay Its debts, we weaken this orga
nization by fai11ng to use It first and foremost 
In n ,crisis. 

May you continue to speak out against this 
foollsh, brutal and Immoral involvement In 
the Asian war. We hope that more voices 
may join you In seeking solutions to conflicts 
through the United Nations. 

Yours very truly, 
Mr. and Mrs. FRANKLYN ELLINGWOOD. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

NEw YoRK, N.Y ., 
August 7,1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : I am writing to con
gratulate you on your forthright and cour
ageous statement on the subject of our coun
try's Involvement In the situation in Viet
nam. It Is deplorable that so few voices are 
raised In protest against actions that may 
involve the world in a nuclear war. 

All the more reason that you should con
tinue to speak out loud and clear against the 
dangerous policies of our Government that 
are committing us to interference in the 
affairs of other nations and to ultimate de
struction. 

Sincerely yours, 

Senator WAYNE MoRSE, 
Senate o jfice Building, 
Wa.thington, D.C. 

SYLVIA SNYDER. 

MIAMI, FLA., 
August 7,1964. 

DEu SENATO& MORSE: You deserve the 
heartfelt thanks of every American !or your 
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one dissenting vote against Senate sanctions 
tor the decision to attack bases and installa
tions in North VIetnam.. Those of us who 
think as you do especially thank you, as 
otherwise without a single expression of rea
son and moral justice in our Government we 
might well begin to doubt our own sanity. 

These are difficult and trying times in our 
country when we seem to have substituted 
the morality of fear and greed for the 
morality ot the Golden Rule. our Nation 
today seems obsessed with the Birch Society 
mentality. God help us. 

Very sincerely yours, 
REYNOLDS MOODY, 

Lieutenant Colonel, 
U.S . Marine Carps (Retired). 

AUGUST 1964. 
DEAR MR. MORSE : I would like you to know 

that you are,!! you succeed with your plans 
and Ideas, virtually saving the civilized world 
by your rational stand. I and my family 
commend you completely. I have been on a 
march which commemorated the dead in 
Hiroshima and we paid tribute to you, Mr. 
MoRSI!!, as one of the fighters for freedom and 
peace. 

I thank you, my good man. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
WMhingtan, D .C. 

JoHN PHILLIPS. 

AUGUST 7 , 1964. 

DI!:AR SENATOR MOBSE: I want to congratu
late you and Senatoc GBUENlNG on your 
courageous and sane stand in opposing the 
war resolution voted on today by the 
Senate. 

There are many like myself who have 
not lost their sanity and see no excuse for 
our being in VIetnam or any part of 
southeast Asia. 

Sincerely yours, 
KARL E . SEIDENBERG. 

NEW YORK, N .Y. 

Senator WAYNE MoRSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

AUGUST 6, 1964. 

DI!:AR SENATOR MoBSE: Though not one of 
your constituents, I !eel Impelled to con
gratulate you !or your courageous state
ment yesterday in which you pointed out 
that our Nation and Its policies must share 
in the blame for the disastrous situation 
1n southeast Asia. It Is never easy to stand 
alone against faclle slogans, nationalistic 
trwn,pet!ngs, and breast-beat~ patriots. 
I, !or one, am disturbed, even ashamed at the 
violence with which we have reacted to a 
s!tua.tlon our leaders admit they do not 
understand. Your w1111ngness to try to di
rect the Nation's conscience to the funda
mental nature of our problems in that area., 
your political courage in speaking your 
mind at this time, and your refusal to be 
blinded to the stark realities of this situa
tion lead me to ofrer you my deepest feel
Ings of respect and admiration. It Is a 
great comfort to know that legislators wm
lng to speak their minds are still seated in 
our Congress Congratulations to the 
voters of Oregon. 

Sincerely, 
HAROLD N. ADEL, M.D .. 

AUGUST 7, 1964. 
Hon. WAYNE MoRsE. 

MY DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I want to knOW 
I suport your stand on Vietnam. What we 
have done there and are doing Is stupid and 
evil. 

To the rest ot the world, our country 
must look so reactionary and paranoiac. 

Sinaerely, 
RoBERT HINDMARSH. 

RINDGE, N.H. 

Los ANGELES, CALli'., 
August 7, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washingtan, D.C. 

DEAa SENATOR! I wish to reaffi.rm my sup
port of your stand on VIetnam. Immedi
ately on the extension of the war, I sent 
a telegram to the President and urged him 
to take the problem to the Security Council 
and make a peace settlement. 

Keep your voice loud !or the principles of 
morality in the world. There are still 
many of us who are not fooled by the press, 
but dig out the facts through reliable pub
lications. 

Sincerely, 
Mrs . MARY ELLEN LoNG. 

SOUTHWESTERN COLLEGE, 
WINFIELD, KANS., 

August 7, 1964. 
Senator WAYNE MoRsE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washingtan, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR: This is to assure you of my 
support In your stand on VIetnam. I ques
tion our moral right to be there, especially 
when we are supporting a m111tary dictator 
whlle declaring we are there In response to 
the democratic Government and freedom
loving people of South Vietnam. 

I am far from certain that world opinion 
sanctions our position in Vietnam. The peo
ple know little about democracy or com
munism, and in my opinion would like for 
both us and the VIetcong to leave them 
alone. 

I have no use for any form of communism 
and am certainly not a leftist, but I do be
lieve the United States Is constantly creating 
for Itself a bad reputation throughout the 
world. 

This country has Its greatest opportunity 
to prove to the world that It honestly Is In 
favor of peace. Perhaps a conference on 
southeast Asia would do no good, but could 
It possibly do any harm? I had rather be 
at a conference table trying to negotiate a 
peaceful settlement than be accused by the 
world of bombing a tiny nation which was 
reacting as any nation might react when 
threatened with the superior might of the 
most powerful nation on earth. This Is not 
meant to Imply that I approve of the North 
VIetnamese PT boats attacking our ships. 
I believe we did the right thing by firing 
back, but I think before going any farther 
we should have taken It to the United Na
tions. Perhaps !! the U.N. then refused to 
act, we might have been justlfted In bombing 
North Vietnam supply bases. 

I realize yours Is a minority stand, but I 
do want you to know that most "j;hinklng'' 
Americans support your views. It Is not easy 
to take a stand which the warmongers and 
Goldwaterltes oppose, but I can assure you 
that such a stand Is admired and appreciated 
by all people of the world who realize that 
this great Nation can no longer maintain Its 
"holier than thou" attitude. 

I don't think any nation doubts that we 
have the force to destroy the entire world, 
but If force alone Is all we have then we are 
In bad shape. I doubt that force alone can 
win real friends or command true respect. 

Sincerely, 
VERNON McDANIEL, 

Assistant Prof essor, D epartment of Jour
nalism. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

OMRO, WIS., 
August 7, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MoRSE: Have always ad
mired your sane, sensible, level headed views 
on the multitudinous global involvements of 
our country. 

I have often told my famlly; the next or 
next generations in the countrl.es to whom 
we are so benevolent won't give a "darn" 
what the United States did !or them. 

Thanks. Wish we had more like you. 
Dr. W . M. DoLL, DD.S. 

SAN F'RANCIS,PO, CALIF., 
August 7, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MoRSE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washingtan, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I want to commend 
you for your courageous stand 1n opposing 
our involvement in Vietnam. 

Truth Is on your side and one day, the 
American people wlli recognize this fa.ct. I 
only hope that your position Is given more 
publicity so that there wlli be a basis for 
judgment before Its too late. 

I have written to President Johnson urging 
negotiations. Right now Is the proper time 
!or him to explain the consequences of 
spreading this war. 

Bless you, for you are truly a patriot. 
Sincerely, 

Mrs. BEN Sn.LS. 

Los ANGELES, CALIF., 
August 6, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
U .S. Senate, 
Washingtan, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I wholeheartedly 
concur with the position you have taken 1n 
the VIetnam crisis. I appreciate the courage 
and integrity It required for you to state 
publicly this truthful, although unpopular 
position. 

It Is time the people of America made their 
feelings clear. It Is time to let the militarists 
know that we cannot a.frord to Ignore the 
United Nations and Geneva Agreement, and 
still continue these aggressive policies in 
southeast Asla. We certainly must not risk 
war at this or any time. 

Please continue in your efrorts to gain 
support for these just and peaceful solutions. 

Sincerely, 
Mrs. LEAH MoSES. 

KANSAS CITY, Mo ., 
August 7, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MoRSE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D .C . 

DEAR SENATOR: We approve of your oppo
sition to the administration's present poll- 1 

cles In southeastern Asia and believe that 
most thoughtful and responsible people all 
over the world do so. This Is not a,. question 
of Ideology but of how to create a sane and 
reasonable world community. The United 
Nations proposals tor that part of the world 
should be given a fair hearing and trial. 

Sincerely, 
GLEN HODGES. 
AMELIA B . HODGES. 
PATRICIA HODGES. 

FAR EAST REPORTER, 
NEW YORK, N .Y., 

Attgust 7, 1964 . 
Senator WAYNE MoRSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

MY DEAR SENATOR MORSE : Thank you for 
your correct and courageous stand on U.S. 
policy In relation to southeast Asia. 

I am-and I find other friends, too, are
almost physically sick over Washington's 
actions in southeast Asia. The United 
States has no right to Interfere in the In
ternal Issues of any country there; and It 
Is the United States that should "leave these 
countries alone." 

The hypocrisy of Washington's policy and 
the despicable use of American force against 
the people of the area make one deeply 
ashamed of our country. 
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Please maintain and lntensl!y your coura

geous and open opposition to this dishon
orable policy of our Government. 

Respectfully, 
MAun RussELL. 

Ron. Senator MoRSE. 
SIR: Yours Is the only voice In this crazy 

wilderness of "give away, throw away, the 
hell with tomorrow" country . 

How right you are about so many things, 
In particular with what Is the United States 
doing all over. These slap happy, trigger 
happy American generals are going to push 
the wrong button yet. And I'd be willing to 
bet my life that those boats that attacked 
( ? ) the Maddox were manned by our friends, 
or who knows, closer yet. And now our 
friends, the Turks, where did they get all 
those jets, ammunitions and expert pUots? 
Let America look close to home for all these 
little wars. Somebody Is getting a rake-off 
on these foreign aid deals , too. Why must 
we feed the world ammunition? Give them 
plows and let them feed themselves. I! they 
had to earn their way, they wouldn't have 
time to play good guys and bad guys. But 
as long as America keeps shoving guns and 
supporting them In a way they've never had 
so good a time at our taxpayers' cost. God 
bless you, sir. I'm proud we have at least 
one man with brains In Washington. Keep 
It up. 

Mrs. B . NESTER. 

MANHAT!AN BEACH, CALIF., 
August 4, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MoasE, 
Capitol Hill, 
Washington, D .O. , 

DEAR SENATOR: Belatedly I am writing you 
this letter to co=end you for your courage 
and determination to speak up against the 
nondeclared war In Vietnam that was 
started by President Eisenhower to protect 
the Interest of the CathoUc Church which 
dragged us Into the Holy Alliance of Rome 
to protect the Interest of the Vatican every
where In the world In contradiction of the 
principles of the American Constitution and 
the Bill of Rights. 

I take this opportunity to salute you and 
wish that more Senators would pick up the 
fight to help In the struggle to protect the 
dignity and respect of the United States of 
America. 

With best wishes to you and yours, I 
remain, 

Very cordially yours, 
S EBASTIAN AsRJETA. 

P .S.-I would appreciate It very much It 
you would send me more copies of your 
speech regarding Vietnam and also pam
phlets about foreign ald . 

BACKS MORSE 
To the EDITOR; 
It seems to me that Senators GRUENING and 

MoRsE deserve our warmest applause for their 
sensible and forthright--Indeed, In these 
days, courageous--stand on the recent Viet
nam crisis. It Is comforting to know that 
there are at least a few people In the U .S. 
Government who are not looking for the 
first chance they can find to run off hal! 
cocked to the barricades or the launching 
pad. With more people such as them • • • 
we might have a little more objectivity and 
calm in this world, a little less of the ap
parently prevailing rage and frenzy. 

HAROLD B. BARCLAY. 
SPRINGFIELD, lLL. 

EAsT HARTr ORD, CoNN., 
August 10, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.O. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : This Is to say thanks 
for your courage on the Vietnam resolution. 

To read between the lines of what we have 
been told Indicates that your vote was the 
right one. I am sorry Senators Dooo and 
RmiCOFF do not have your courage or sense. 

Sincerely, 
FRED BRUSTMAN. 

Los ANGELES, CALIF., 
August 10, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D .O. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I am SO proud Of 
the integrity and courage you displayed re
cently, In particular, In connection with the 
Vietnam crisis. Many of us In Los Angeles 
share your views and attempted to en!Jghten 
some o! our less-concerned fellow citizens 
by holding a peace vigll In l:Iollywood last 
Saturday night. 

We support you wholeheartedly and thank 
you for standing up bravely !or honesty and 
the brotherhood of man. 

Sincerely, 
JOAN J . JOHNSTON. 

EDMONDS, WASH., 
August 7, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MoRSE, 
Washington, D .O.: 

We support your position fully. Best 
wishes. 

Mr. and Mrs. BOGDAN. 

Senator WAYNE MoRSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .O. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Thank you for hav
ing the guts to speak out In the Senate 
against our grim and shameful adventure In 
Vietnam, slaughtering those poor, peace-lov
Ing people. It was the only voice of decency 
and good sense that was spoken. Best wish
es to ymr. 

M. JOYCE. 

NEW HAVEN, CONN., 
August 10, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MoRsE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: This Is to express 
my appreciation for your vote against the 
southeast Asia resolution. I admire your 
courage In not voting with the multitude, 
and share your opinion of the wrongness of 
this "predated declaration of war." 

In my opinion, U.S. warships in the Tonkin 
Bay are as provocative as would be Russian 
destroyers In the Gulf o! Mexico. I am 
appalled by the actions of our Govern
ment to shore up a regime in South Vietnam 
which could not maintain Itself for a month 
without our mili tary support. 

Sincerely, 

Senator WAYNE MoRSE, 
Washington, D .C. 

BARBARA PARRY. 

PONTIAC, MicH., 
August 10, 1964. 

DEAR SIR: May GOd bless you. I know He 
has rewarded you already for few have the 
courage you have. I understand you are 
much praised in Europe. Europe knows war 
firsthand. 

Sincerely, 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.O. 

Mrs. M. EVANS. 

ARLINGTON, VA., 
August 8, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : My very best wishes 
~ you on the courageous stand you are tak
mg regarding the use of uniJaterai Inter-
ference Jn Vietnam. · 

Gratefully, 
TOBY BROOKS. 

PALO ALTO, CAI.U., 
August 8, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MoRSE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D.O. 

Ron. WAYNE MoRSE; We thank you !or 
courageous stand In the name of truth 
and sanity In a mad, mad world. 

Please keep talking long and loud. Some 
of us are llstenlng. 

Gratefully, 
Mr. and Mrs. CARL TuSCH. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
U .S. Senate, 
Washington, D .O. 

FARGO, N.DAK., 
August 5, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : I wish to express 
approval for your dissenting vote for re
taliatory measures taken against North Viet
nam. The struggle between North and South 
Vietnam Is one which should be taken up 
before the United Nations rather than by 
mllltary action by the United States In the 
name of "peace." 

Your various articles appearing in many 
magazines have stated the issues well. I am 
only sorry that the general public does not 
read very much except their own newspapers 
which are largely censored In favor of ag
gression in that country. You are to be 
co=ended !or your inte!Ugent perception. 

Sincerely, 
PHYLLIS LAHTI. 

AUGUST 8, 1964. 
DEAR SENATOR MORSE : My wl!e and I sup

port your stand on the Vietnamese situation. 
Please continue to be courageous. 

Respectfully, 
MILTON McFARLANE. 

AUGUST 6, 1964. 
DEAR SENATOR: Thank you ;for having the 

courage to say why you cannot uphold our 
actions in Vietnam. Oh, for more men of 
principle. 

Mrs. EDITH HAHN. 

INDIANAPOLIS, IND., 
August 9,1964. 

,senator WAYNE MoRSE. 
DEAR Sm: I wish to express my apprecia

tion !or your stand for a return to morality 
In our handling o! (or dealing In) world 
affairs. There certainly are all to few In 
publlc life, or elsewhere with the courage or 
strength Of conviction to speak out against 
any popular opinion or maneuver. Yours 
may not have been a. popular stand, but it 
Is of such from which great characters are 
built. 

AsCHIE J. IJAMES. 

AUGUST 11, 1964. 
DEAR SENATOR MORSE; Allow me to con

gratulate you for your courageous NO vote 
on the President's plan for retaliatory action 
In Vietnam. 

There are so many times your leadership In 
the sane way of doing things stands out like 
a. beacon l!ght in Congress. It gives us who 
share the same opinions a great deal of hope 
and cheer. May GOd bless you and add to 
your strength Jn these days when your mes
sage is so crucial. 

I have sent a card to the President urging 
his reconsideration. 

Sincerely, 
GRETCHEN TuTHILL. 

VENICE, CALIF., 
August 9, 1964. 

Sm: Your position and your vote against 
the resolution requested by the President 
was. surely correct and In the best Interests 
of America. 

Actually no U .S. ships should even be In 
the Gulf of Tonkin. And surely our overall 
pollcy in Vietnam (both North and South) 



' 

20312 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD- SENATE August 21 
is wrong. Khanh is an out and out reac
tionary dictator and has nothing in com
mon with democracy. 

We must change our policy or It will end 
in war with China and nuclear disaster . 

R . HALL. 

INDIANAPOLIS, IND., 
August 11,1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: This is to express 
appreciation of your consistently realistic 
and courageous stand on the situation in 
VIetnam. I am sending for an illuminating 
article by A. J. Muste which I shall presently 
;!orward to you although you may well be 
familiar with it already. 

Sincerely, 
GORDON H . GRAVES. 

AUGUST 10, 1964. 
DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I admire your cour

age and wisdom regarding VIetnam. 
Sincerely, 

BETTY OWEN. 

AUGUST 10, 1964. 
DEAR SENATOR: I only wish I liVed in your 

State so I could vote for you. Only two 
voices, yours and GRUENING's {that grand old 
man) raised against our cynical, cruel, and 
damnably stupid activities 1n Vietnam {and 
elsewhere) where we are pursuing an uncon
scioneble foreign policy of force and support 
of reaction. 

Sincerely, 
GROFF CONKLIN. 

SPRINGFIELD, ILL. 
Thank you for your vote and stand con

cerning U .N. or Vietnam. 
A. R . GRUMMON. 

NEW YORK CITY, 
August 11, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE. 
DEAR Sm : I admire your courage and con

victions on the bombing of North Vietnam 
in the Senate. 

There are many in our country who are 
proud of you. You can be sure. 

Sincerely 
H. RATNER. 

Dear SENATOR: I want to congratulate you 
for your stand on VIetnam. No war is the 
right solution. How bllnd most people are. 
It makes It hard for those who know better. 
I am a Democrat and have always admired 
you. The rest wi!l have to learn the hard 
way. 

Mrs. Ross. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: May I commend you 
for your courageous stand agai!ll!t U .S. policy 
in Vietnam. 

DAVID MOE. 

ATHENS,~ TENN ., 

August 12, 1694. 
DEAR SENATOR MoRsE : Thank you for your 

vote on Vietnam. Nice we have two Senators 
with commonsense. We should force VIet
nam to the U.N. - I fear we are bent on 
wrecking civilization. Thank you. 

Sincerely, 
Mrs. H. E . WALTHALL. 

TROY, N.Y. 
DEAR SENATOR : Thanks for your sanlty and 

courage in regard to the South Vietnam 
vote. I wish you represented my State. 

Gratefully, 
HELEN Orr. 

NoRTH HoLLYWOOD, CALIF., 
August 11, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR WAYNE Moas&: We thank 
you and appreciate you standing up as a man 
against the bombing of North Vietnam and 
giving the President the power to declare 
war without the formal declaration of Con
gress. Please send us a copy of your speech 

you made on the lOth of this month . More 
power to you. Thanking you in advance for 
your speech. We remain, 

Sincerely yours, 
Dr. and Mrs . J . C. COLEMAN. 

DEAR SENATOR : Please accept our heartfelt 
thanks for your stand on the VIetnam Issue. 
It is a shameful thing that you are not 
joined by others In Government who must 
feel as you do on these questions, but who 
Jack the courage to speak out. There must 
be multitudes of Americans who join us In 
thanking you. 

The McDoNoUGHS. 

NEW BRUNSWICK, N.J. 
DEAR SENATOR MoRSE : We do not support 

President Johnson 's action in Vietnam. You 
and Senator GROENING seem to be the only 
two sane people in the Senate. In fact, you 
In too many Instances, seem to be the only 
sane person in the place. I believe you 
spoke against the multilateral force of NATO 
also. 

Dr . and Mrs. TERENCE BUTLER. 

DES MOINES, IowA, 
August 11, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : We commend you for 
your courageous stand on the Vietnam issue. 
We have been saying and thinking the seme 
!or a long time. 

Mr . and Mrs. CLAY C. TREADWAY . 

Los ANGELES, CALIF., 
Augwt 9,1964. 

HON. SENATOR MORSE : Thank you for speak
Ing out with courage on the U.S . bombing 
of North VIetnam . Please keep up your one
man crusade. Ma.ny Americans are with 
you. 

E. BERGSTROM. 

Los ANGELES., CALIF. 
DEAR SENATOR MoRSE: Your courage and 

excellent co=on sense in opposing almost 
alone the spread of war in VIetnam deserves 
the praise and support of everyone who be
lieves that today the first order of business 
for the human race is peace. 

Sincerely, 
PEGGY WALKER. 

Los GATOS, CALIF. 
DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Thank you On your 

stand on the North Vietnam-Tonkln Bay deal. 
It is good to know we have a man or two 1n 
some States--such as Oregon and Alaska-
who thinks clearly and has the heart to ex
press himself the way you do. I admire you 
lrnmensely. If and when I Jive in Orego:n 
I will certainly vote for you. I am a Demo
crat, always will be. 

C. R . WINIS, R.N. 

Los ANGELES, CALIF., 
August 9, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : You are a coura
geous good man to speak up as you did on 
Vietnam. You spoke simple clear truth 1n 
an atmosphere where such truth Is unpopu
lar and is shunned. I write you to let you 
know that you are being heard-and I hope 
to encourage you to keep up the good work
until all our "swords are turned into plow 
shares." 

Sincerely, 
WALDEMAR HILLE. 

LAGUNA BEACH, CALIF. , 
August 11, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: CongratUlations on 
your good sense and voice on southeast Asia 
and VIetnam. 

In a situation where my country appears 
determined to take the Hitler road, there 
appears little effective ditlerence between the 
avallable polltlcal choices. 

I shall write in your name and that of 
Senator GaUENINo on the presidential and 

vice presidential tiCkets, also Linus Pauling 
for Senator from California. 

Cordially, 
R. B . RoGERS. 

PHILADELPHIA, PA ., 
August 7, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : I should appreciate 
receiving copies o! all your statements of this 
week on the southeast Asia crisis . 

Thank you. 
M. K. STONE. 

BRONX, N.Y., 
August 8, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MoRsE: I admire your op
position to our participation 1n the South 
Vietnamese civil war, and in particular your 
refusal to support our recent raids against 
North VIetnam. 

May I please have a copy of your speech 
. opposing the grant of special powers to Presi
dent Johnson In southeast Asia. 

Sincerely, 
MICHAEL LEVINE. 

ALBUQUERQUE, N. MEx., 
August 8, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : Thanks sincerely for 
voting against the Vietnam resolution. His
tory will make you a prophet. 

Please send any of your speeches on this 
matter. Also No. 3 of Our Foreign Aid Folly. 

Appreciatively, 
BILL RENKEL. 

URBANA, III ., 
August 6, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MoRsE: Your dissent on 
President Johnson's policy during the present 
Vietnam crisis Is really a dissent covering 
the past 10 years or southeast Asian policy. 
I am disturbed that I have thus far been 
shielded from your views, and I hope you 
will do me the favor of amplifying them by 
your own statements or by references to 
statements by other spokemen for your posi
tion. I wm appreciate whatever amplifica
tion you can provide and 'I co=end you for 
articulating your position so firmly and 
clearly. It Is unfortunate that your views 
were not circulated more widely and at an 
earlier date, since chances for a policy debate 
are now minimal. 

Sincerely, 
RoNALD HAAK . 

RICHLAND, WASH. , 
August 6, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR: Your thoughtfUl and care
ful analysis of the Vietnam situation Is ap
preciated. Recent events prove the correct
ness o! your views. Do you have available 
reprints of your speeches? 

ARCHIE WILSON. 

NEW YORK, N.Y., 
August 7, 1964. 

Sm : Good. Good. Good. Support your 
effort to restrain Imperial effort in VIetnam . 
Since 1898 there have been those who have 
stood for justice In our foreign relations. 
You are already vindicated. 

However. I would have appreciated a reply 
to an earlier letter to you. That mlght have 
been helpful to my understanding in this 
matter. 

Regards, 
R . J ON AS . 

SAN ANSELMO, CALIF., 
August 13, 1964.. 

Hon. WAYNE MoRsE, 
U .S. Senate, 
Washington, D .C. 

HoNORABLE Sm: Thank you for a breath of 
sanity 1n a nearly crazy gathering. The ex
cerpts that I have heard from your recent 
speeches are so fine, Ulat I shoUld appre
ciate your sending me the entire text of as 
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many as you have on hand on the subject 
of Vietnam and the Near East. 

It would almost be worth movlng to your 
State so that I might vote tor you. Our 
choices here are so poor. 

Yours very truly, 
SYD M. HALL. 

AUGUST 17, 1964. 
DEAR MR. MoRsE: I and my w!te are send

lug our heartfelt thanks to you tor your 
courageous speech delivered August 5 on the 
southeast Asia situation. The recommenda
tions you made have to be carrted out for 
the sake of world peace and a step toward 
restoring democratic debate and procedure 
in our Government and press. 

What's the hope for peace and coexistence 
in this hour of despair? Do you and Senator 
GRUENING represent the only legislators with 
any fortitude and commonsense? Sir, for 
the sake of thousands of Americans, keep up 
the great job. 

Sincerely, 
MEYER AND MADGE LASMAN. 

SUN VALLEY, CALIF. 

HORNCHURCH, ESSEX, ENGLAND., 
August 7, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MoRSE, 
The Senate House, 
Washington, D.O. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: It may be that you 
will receive some abusive letters about your 
action in voting against the resolution In the 
Senate to give President Johnson power to 
take further measures in the Far East; so I 
would like you to know that there are many 
people in this country-as no doubt there 
are in your own country also, although tl)ey 
will not get much publicity-who are very 
grateful that there was one man in the 
Senate with the wisdom to oppose this reso
lution and the courage to do so against 
such a majority. I would wish to congratu
late you on that courage, and to express a 
hope that the day will come when it will be 
more widely recognized. 

Were there more men like you, the pros
pects of peace would be brighter than they 
are, and the !mage of the United States of 
America in the eyes of the world a more 
favorable one. 

Yours sincerely, 

Senator WAYNE. MoRSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.O. 

D. MARTIN DAKIN. 

GOLETA, 0ALI7., 
August 17, 1964. 

DEAa SIR: We thank you for belng man, 
and American enough to fight those two 
Idiotic and unholy things--foreign aid and 
our troops In Vietnam. God bless you. 

We in California wish that we had a man 
as good as you In the Senate. 

Yours respectfully, 
Mr. and Mrs. G . A. BORQUEST. 

Los ANGELES, CALIF., 
August 17, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.O. 

DEAR SENATOR MoRsE : For a long time I 
have followed you so to speak as a Member 
of the U.S . Senate. 

I may not have always agreed with your 
viewpoint, and many times I have had to 
defend your Integrity with other persons, 
who may not understand the complex prob
lems a Senator faces as a Member of the 
Senate, but also h ave the people who elected 
him back him up, so that he will not be 
isola ted by his political enemies and as a 
registered Independent voter in California, 
I wish to congratulate you in your staunch 
defense of the decency that the American 
people really believe in and that you so 

ably expressed in the Senate on the question 
of the situation In Vietnam. 

For a long tlme I have wished that you 
could have been a candidate tor President of 
the United States and I know that you would 
be able to lead the American people to a 
peaceful life and that you would lead the 
American people as members of the United 
Nations to brlng about a world at peace with 
all humanity inhabiting this earth. When 
this gangster general In South Vietnam re
cently called you a traitor, as an American 
citizen I felt deeply attached to you know
ing that he (the general so-called) was only 
the mouthpiece of a group of persons who 
have only the lust of power and regardless 
of the cost of human slaughter in their per
suit of dominating the human race. 

Accept my fondest respect for you as a 
Member of the Senate and the people of 
Oregon. They could not have chosen a better 
representative to represent them in the U.S. 
Government. 

It at any time I can be of any service to 
you you are free to call on me. 

Respectfully yours, 
JoE RoBERTI. 

P .S.- If you would reful'e to take that 
increase voted for In raising the salaries 
$7,500 per year you would put a lot of 
peoples enemies on the spot an_ct place your
self forever in the minds of the people as 
one who is their leader and friend. 

ALEXANDER RICHTER, 
REGISTERED ARCHITECT, 

Garrett Park, Md ., August 18, 1964. 
DEAR SENATOR MoRSE: Your courageous 

stand on the war in Vietnam truly reflects 
the wishes of most Americans. Keep up the 
good fight . 

Devotedly yours. 
ALEXANDER RICHTER. 

Mr. and Mrs. CARL D. LAUSCHE, 
Forks, Wash ., Au gust 16, 1964. 

Ron. WAYNE MoRSE, 
U .S. Senate, 
Washington, D .O. 

DEAR SENATOR MoRSE : We are writing to 
commend rou on your previous and recent 
stand in -regards to United States pollcy in 
southeast Asia. You have taken the most 
courageous and logical step to help remove 
not only the United States but the whole 
world from an area fraught with danger. 
Unfortunately the majority of Congressmen 
and Senators have not yet had the courage 
to speak out as you have, but we feel it is 
a must if we are golng to survive in th!s 
world of ours. 

We have been aware of the futility of 1this 
undeclared war and the tragic consequences 
of escalation . Therefore, we have made our 
views known through our local press, the 
Port Angeles Evening News, and the Wash
ington-Oregon Shingle Weavers paper. 

We are sure you would be happy to know 
that there are people who support you in 
your endeavors on this most important Issue. 
Enclosed Is a letter prlnted by the Port An
geles Evening News and was also printed in 
the Shingle Weavers paper. We hope you 
will continue to work for adherence to the 
Geneva agreement and free elections In Viet
nam, Laos, and from recent news reports a 
policy o! nonintervention In the Congo. 

Sincerely, 
Mr. and Mrs. CARL D. LAUSCHE. 

HUNTINGTON PARK, CALIF., 
August 16, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MoRsE, 
U.S. Senate. 

Senator MoRSE: I was proud to read your 
name In the paper the other day. The lssue 
over the dissention regarding dictatorial 
powers tor the President. 

I was not aware that we had such courage 
in the Senate to resist landslide hJster1a. 

This Nation is very short on presidential 
material but It is good to know that we have 
at least two good contenders lett in the 
Senate. I am proud to see our good neighbor 
Alaska has also shown courage In the wake 
of hlsteria. 

It is good to know that there were two 
level headed Americans, besidoo myself, that 
were old fashioned enough to defend Ameri
can liberties. I didn't think we had near 
that many left. 

GLENN HUMPHREY. 

LEONIA, N.J., 
August 19, 1964. 

MY DEAR SENATOR MoRsE: A word of ap
preciat ion for your stand all along on the 
South Vietnam situation, and particularly 
for your lovely speech at the time of the 
Senate resolution. 

I would certainly like an explanation of 
( 1) Why, in such a large group o! Congress
men, Is It poosible for only two to stand for 
a givt:n position (it defies the law of sta
tistics ) ?, and (2) Why Senator MANSFIELD, in 
view of his past utterances on South Viet
nam, can poosibly not have voted against 
the resolution? 

Sincerely yours, 
Mrs. PRISCILLA SILBER. 

VAN NUYS, CALIF., . 
August 10, 1964. 

Han. Senator WAYNE MoRSE, 
The White House, Senate Office Building, 

Washington, D.O. 
DEAR SENATOR MORSE : I WOuld like to com

mend you on your stand of withholding sup
port of the President's resolution pertail.nlng 
to Vietnam. It was unfortunate that your 
voice was in the minority for a position of 
greater caution In the U.S. involvement of 
the Vietnam war. Certainly the ramifica
tions of enlarging our support to South VIet
nam to more advanced proportions require 
most serious consideration, and in the face 
of waging a full-scale war, with poosibly 
China's participation, we cannot be too care
ful in making a final decision. The risk of 
initiating what might result in a nuclear 
conflict is too treacherous to take Ughtly, 
and I fear this grave responslblllty Is not 
assumed by enough of our representatives in 
government with the essential reservations 
necessary that such a decision requires. 

We must be thankful to Senators such as 
yourself for reminding the hastier ones "!;hat 
our foreign commitments must be made on 
the basis of extreme caution in critica.J times 
such a.s these, when a move in one direction 
might prove sadly disastrous for humanity 
the world over. 

Thank you for your wise and outspoken 
thoughts on urgent problems, and we hope 
we can continue to count on your kind of 
directions for our country's role in the world. 

Respectfully yours, 
Mrs. ANNE ADATO. 

BRUNSWICK, MAINE, 
August 20, 1964. 

The Honorable WAYNE MORSE, 
Senator of Oregon, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D.O. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Although I fre
quently have the urge to write to a Senator, 
I rarely get around to do it. Your recent 
vote and statement in harmony with the 
honorable Senator from Alaska relative to 
our military activities in Vietnam I felt were 
expressions of a true stateman. I want to 
commend you on your wisdom and courage 
to express truth out on time when it Is sorely 
needed. 

It is my hope that you have received floods 
o! letters expressing similar approval. 

Sincerely, 
MAURICE W. COBB. 
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AUGUST 12, 1964. 
DEAR SENATOR MORSE: This 1s to let you 

know how grateful I am for your stand on 
Vietnam. I a.m sure you are right that the 
American people should take enough Interest 
in what the United States does overseas, and 
accept the responsibilities as well as the 
rights of citizenship. Ail around me, I hear 
people say that lt Is none or my business, 
and the men In Washington know more about 
the problems than I do. True. But I cer
tainly feel strongly about this particular 
situation, and wish I could do something to 
arouse !rom that comfortable and f a tal leth
argy. 

Please keep it up, and let me know if 
there 1s a.ny way in which I can help. 

Yours sincerely, 
(Mrs.) PATRICIA MOCARSKY. 

HARTSDALE, N.Y ., 
August 11, 1964 . 

Senator WAYNE MoRsE, 
U .S. Senate, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEA.ll SENATOR MORSE: Congratulat ions on 
your courageous stand against our Involve
ment in southeast Asia. I strongly !eel that 
many thousands of citizens feel the same 
way but lack the initiative to do something 
about it. An organization should be f ormed 
to combat this "butt-In" policy which has 
taken hold of our so called leaders to m ake 
commitments without the consent of the 
governed. It Is high time that the power of 
the president to make such foreign com
mitments should be removed. There Is no 
place in a democratic society !or such a pow
er which can Involve a nation In war and 
then come and ask for a. rubber stamp ap
proval of the action. 

Why don't you try to start a movement 
In thls direction. 

Very sincerely, 
WM . F. STROBEL. 

SAN FRANCICO, CALIF., 
August 6, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
u.s. Senate, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR Sm: I wish to thank you !or the vote 
which you cast in opposition to the Senate 
resolution giving President Johnson full 
wartime powers to deal with the situation In 
Vietnam. 

I !eel further, that the U .S . congressional 
bodies abdicated their responslb111t1es In this 
matter. It strikes one as strange that a rela
tively simple domestic matter can tieup the 
Congress for weeks and months, giving rise 
to thunderous oratory and the most acri
monious debate. Yet, on a matter of Inter
national policy of the most overwhelming 
complexity and the gravest danger--<:l anger 
not only to t he citizens of this country, but 
to the entire planet-our elected representa
tives have seen fit to deal away their resP.on
slblllties with apparently relieved ~rles of 
"patriotism" and "solidarity ." 

Your pronouncements on the policies of 
this Government in regard to the situation 
In Vietnam seem to me to be morally correct. 
I have heard citizens go on and on about 
national "honor". The word bas become a 
cloak under which to bide the most insane 
of national actions. Nations, llke Individ
uals, are liable to make mistakes. Honor, 
among other things, Involves the courage to 
recognize, admit, and correct those mistakes. 

I! I could believe that the South Viet
namese people wanted our Intervention In 
their affairs-and I sometimes wonder why 
we do not hold a free election !n South Viet
nam to determine this point-! might find 
some just11ica tlon for our presence there. 
Even then, I could find scant justification for 
Involving ourselves in a war that ca nnot be 
won. 

Again, my thanks to you, and to your col
league from Alaska., Senator GRUEN:ING, who 
joined you !n voting against this Senate 
resolution. You both have my deepest 
admiration. 

Respectf\tlly, 
GEORGE E. CUYLER. 

EAST NORWALK, CONN., 
August 11 , 1964. 

Hon. WAYNE MoRsE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MoRSE: May we offer our 
strong support to you on the courageous 
stand which you h ave taken in the matter 
or the Vietnam war !n general and the Ton
kin Ba y "incident" !n particular. It was 
with a sense of shock and trepidation that we 
witnessed the President play his "deeply dan
gerous game" of attempting to out-Goldwater 
his opponent In the forthcoming election. 
Our chagrin was intensified as we saw the 
Congress place Its predictable stamp of ap
proval upon this completely unjustifiable 
and Immoral action. 

We applaud your posit ion and respectfully 
urge you to continue to expose the facts !n 
southeast Asia before the American public. 
Your statements constitute a. fresh breeze of 
truth a.mld endless torrents of hot air and 
know-nothing cliches. 

It is a temptation to move to Oregon just 
to support you and vote for you. 

EMANUEL MARGOLIS. 
ESTELLE MARGOLIS. 

BEARSVILLE, N.Y., 
August 6, 1964. 

MY DEAR SENATOR MORSE: It isn't often that 
I write to some one In Washington, com
mendl.ng him for h1s nobll!ty. (Washington 
Is not the place to look for , or find nobll!ty.) 
However, your exceptional stand, condemning 
the war in Vietnam and refusing to vote for 
Its continuance deserves the thanks of all 
honest Americans. I hope you reoetve many, 
many letters approving of your oustanding 
performance today. Would that you we•e a 
Senator from New York. Then I could go 
to the polls and cast my vote for an honest 
man. (As lt is, I never vote for anyone, 
other than our local townspeople-as town 
clerk, road commissioner, etc.) 

I bad just finished reading your excellent 
article in the Progressive--with which I fully 
agree. So it was not a. complet e surprise to 
bear over the radio of your dissenting vote. 
Yet, you could have lacked the integrity to 
obey your convictions. And you d.!d not. 
Please accept my hubsand's and my deep 
appreciation for your oourage and honesty. 

Sincerely yours, 
Jo CANTINE. 

P .S.-It is terrifying to think or the pos
sible consequences of our State Department's 
policy. Indeed, I am seriously considering a 
change of citizenship. I a.m tired of being 
ashamed of my country's warlike behavior, 
while hypocritically proclaiming Its devotion 
to peace. What are we doing in Vietnam 
anyway? 

J .C. 

CHICAGO, ILL., 

Hon . Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

August 7, 1964. 

MY DEAR SENATOR: I wish to thank you, as a 
fellow American of whom I a.m proud, for 
your sane stand against our aggressive war
like moves in southeast Asia. American 
policy in that area is not folly, lt Is madness. 

It Is a sad day for our great land when 
you are counted alone as the one voice of 
protest, but your words give hope to those 
people who have st111 maintained a sense 
of moral justice. 

Yours very truly, 
GEORGE W. HARTMAN. 

AUGUST 6, 1964. 
DEAR MR. MORSE: I am thankful that 

there are at least two of you Senators who 
are trying to keep the peace by being peace
ful. Who ever heard of such hypocrisy a.s 
proposing to keep the peace by waging war? 
They- the military and most politicians-
think most of us are stupid-and evidently 
most of us are--perhaps too ml!-ny are unin
formed- so they keep up this ghastly farce-
so let's get down to the business of letting 
peace break out in this world-but there is 
so much !ear that our already shaky econ
omy would collapse--bas no one any faith 
in Man ? I'd like to see what m a n can really 
do !! be can get the monkeys (military and 
polit!cans) off his back-not just in the 
United St ates, but everywhere. 

I am a longtime admirer of your senatorial 
behavior-wish we had more like you. 

Kindly send me some copies from the 
CoNGaESSIONAL RECORD of your remarks on 
Vietnam . I want to try to educate a few 
neighbors. 

Cordially, 
Mrs. VIRGINIA WILSON. 

SAN FERNANDO, CALIF. 

GRANADA HILLS, CALIF., 
Aug1tst 6, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MoRSE, 
U .S. Senate Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : Please accept the 
sincere appreciation of at least one voter 
for your courageous stand on the recent 
events In Vietnam. Isolated as It may un
fortunately be, tt !s nonetheless encouraging 
to bear at least one voice of reason from 
the babel of jingoism that seems to be of
ficial Washington today. 

As a businessman, speaking French and 
Spanish in addition to English, and with 
many international contacts, I have been 
Increasingly dismayed over the last decade 
in realizing the increasing distrust and 
suspicion with which our fore!gu policy Is 
viewed abroad. Unfortunately I can only 
come to the conclusion that we will soon be 
as feared and . hated throughout the world 
as the Naz1s were in tllelr day. 

What appears to me as an ultimately self
defeating policy in southeast Asia may possi
bly have some justification that I fail to 
perceive, but I would suggest that even so 
any advantage here would be far outweighed 
by the negative impact this must have else
where In the world. My principal concern 
is with Latin America, where our support 
of the status-quo dally loses us more friends, 
and where our current southeast Asian pol
Icies will most certainly be considered fresh 
proofs of Uncle Sam's aggressiveness. Next 
month I wlll be !n Mexico for several weeks, 
and I can already anticipate the arguments 
mY Mexican friends will use to tear down 
any attempt on my part to defend our pres
ent actions. 

If I recall correctly, Abraham Lincoln, 
then a Whig Member of Congress, opposed 
our participation in the Mexican War of 
1848 and suffered cries of traitor. If Ameri· 
can history books largely Ignore this, Mexi
can history books most assuredly do not. 
The analogy is imperfect, but I trust that 
history books of the future will record your 
name in a column alongside the L!ncolns, 
ra ther than with the Polks and tbe.lr short
sighted modern descendants. 

Sincerely, 
F,:DWIN B. BROWN . 

BoSTON,~ MASS . ., 
A1Lgust 6, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE D . MoRSE, 
U.S. Senate, 
W ashingt01t, D .C . 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : Thank yoU for ila.V
lng the courage to speak out so honestly and 
fearlessly concerning U.S . action in Viet
nam. 
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I know that If citizens knew the truth and 

appreciated what has been going on there 
would be thousands more supporting your 
oplnlon. But, unfortunately, very few seem 
to understand our Government's poeition 
with regard to the Geneva Agreement and 
even though the Pentagon has admitted use 
o! napalm bombs In South Vietnam, people 
shy away from believing It possible, and deny 
their responsibility for not protesting. 

It Is to be hoped that other Senators en
lightened and encouraged by your stand for 
truth, will follow your example. 

Gratefully, 
DOROTHY A. RICKIE. 

CoLUMBUS, OHIO, 
August 7, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I want to VOice my 
unqualified support of your stand on VIet
nam. Your commitment to peace Is, unfor
tunately, a lonely but inspiring stand. 

Sincerely, 
Lucy BucHANAJ!'!. 

WESTON, CoNN., 
August 7, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MoRsE : We're not !rom Ore
gon but we say bravo for your courageous 
stand and vote o! no on the resolution sup
porting President Johnson !or his VIetnam 
actions. 

Sincerely, 
NAOMI and STANLEY BLEIFELD. 

P .S.-We also agree on your position on 
foreign ald. 

Mr. WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .O.: 

AuGUST 7, 1964. 

HoNORABLE Sm : Your assessment of our 
predicament In the South Pacific area Is 100-
percent correct. I! the rest o! our elected 
lawmakers do not soon become more realistic 
and look the facts In the face, this Nation 
wont have a very promising future . 

Your opinions on important matters often 
seem to be in minority In Washington. 

The older I become the more I respect 
minority opinion because It Is usually the 
studied opinion. 

Keep up the good work. 
Sincerely, 

JOHN E . COOK. 
ALLIANCE, OHIO. 
P .S .-I like Senator FULBRIGHT too. 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
U .S. Senate, 
Washington, D .O.: 

NoRTHPORT, N.Y., 
August 7, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : I have never before 
written a letter to a Congressman. Pechaps 
this Is because I have never been moved to 
do so by my own representative 's words or 
deeds . 

But your speeches on VIetnam, and your 
position on our "brinkmanship" policy there 
m akes me wish I were a resident of Oregon 
so I would have the honor of being repre
sented in Congress by the only honest man in 
the entire hall o! mirrors. 

Thank goodness there are still men with 
the ability to see things as they really are. 
And with the courage to speak the truth
painful as that truth may be. 

I assure you your voice Is being heard, and 
your counsel respected by a growing number 
of Americans who don't llke what Is hap
pening in Asia, and wb.o desperately fear that 
a provocative and Irresponsible foreign pollcy 
can plunge us Into a nightmare !rom which 
we may never wake. 

Congrat ulations on your courage and 
honesty and eloquence. You may stand 
alone In the U.S. Senate, but you are by no 
means alone In America. 

Your most respectfully, 
SANFORD WEISS. 

Senator WAYNJ: MoRSJ:, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.O. 

JAMAICA, N .Y., 
August 6, 1964. 

DEAl!. Sm: We wish to express the greatest 
admiration and respect !or you for the 
poeitlon you have taken In regard to our role 
in VIetnam. 

Though you might seem to be the lone 
voice of sanity In Washington, you have a 
great deal of support from the American 
people. 

We know th at there Is very little likelihood 
of a limited war today, and most Important 
of all we feel that this problem must be 
negotiated through the United Nations. If 
we are really interested In maintaining peace 
and freedom In the world, we are surely 
doing exactly the opposite In VIetnam. 

We wish you every success In your efforts 
!or reason to prevail In Washington and 
Vietna m . 

Res pee tfull y. 

Senator WAYNE MoRSE, 
Senate Building, 
Washingtan, D.C. 

ELEANOR KLEIN. 
KA.LMAN KLEIN. 
PETER KLEIN. 

AUGUST 7, 1964. 

DMR Sm: I want to commend you on your 
courageous stand on Vietnam. I have sent 
letters to Senators FuLBRIGHT, KUCHEL, and 
SALINGER urging them to use their Influence 
to see that the United States ceases uni
lateral action and uses the United Nations to 
settle problems between nations. 

Thank you for being our conscience when 
m adness Is being masked as logic. 

Sincerely yours, 
MmiAM NEWMAN. 

Los ANGELES, CALIF. 
Senator WAYNE MORSE. 

DEAR SIR: I and my family want to per
sonally thank you for your brave, but un
fortunately lonely stand, against enlarging 
the war In southeastern Asia. 

I am afraid we have reached the point of 
no return by our latest actions In the bay 
of Tonkin. We are Involved In a situation 
that wlll be worse than Korea with a tragic 
and fruitless outcome In death and destruc
tion. 

We pray for peace. 
T OM SIEGEL AND FAMILY. 

LAKESIDE, CALIF., 
August 6, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MoRSE, 
Washingtan, D .O. 

DEAR SENATOR: I am grateful for your pre
sent stand In regard to Vietnam. 

I am truly hoping that negotiations will 
replace military might In settling the Asian 
problem. 

Yours truly, 

Senator WAYNE MoRSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washingtan, D.C. 

LILLIAN ALLEN. 

VENICE, CALIF., 
August 6, 1964. 

MY Dl'!All SENATOR : Please accept my most 
profound thanks for yout demonstrwtlon that 
at least 1 out of more than 500 supposed rep
resentatives of the American people has the 
courage to think twice about foUowlng the 
current stampede Into war. 

The phrase Is constantly being used that 
"the United States w111 not stand Idly by"
etc., etc. But to my stupefaction I see the 
American people standing Idly by while the 
Invisible government pushed them about like 
pawns on a. chessboard. We who do not stand 
idly by when menaced by Pentagonlc atom
rattling constitute a small minority who 

sorely need representation. You answer that 
need. Thank you. 

PHILIP STEVENSON. 
P.S.-I note that ex-President Eisenhower, 

who was Instrumental 1n calling off the rape 
of Korea, has also withheld approbation of 
our hasty escalations in preparing for the 
worst. 

Los ANGELES, CALIF., 
August 6, 1964. 

Re Vietnam. 
Senator WAYNE MORSE. 

DEAR SENATOR: Because of your Interpreta
tions of events I have written you several 
times to express encouragement, although I 
am aware that one who has arrived at the 
status you have disregards praise or blame 
and is only concerned with the Issue at 
hand. However, perhaps at this juncture. 
the enthusiastic appreciation of those who 
r ead the real accounts o! Vietnam will not 
come runlss. 

Therefore, thank you deeply from our 
hearts for the position you have taken and 
we hope that you w111 be able to continue 
with many others impelled by your clear and 
reasonable statements to follow In your 
tra in. 

Fina lly to say, we are terrifically troubled 
at our adminstratlon's movements and we 
fear another great war . 

Sincerely, 
RUTH COLBORN GRUMBINE. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
u.s. Senate Building, 
Washingtan, D.C. 

NEW YORK, N.Y., 
August 6, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I wish that I h ad the 
privilege o! writing to you as a constituent. 
I have admired your dl;;sent from U.S. policy 
In southeast Asia . Certainly your lone op
position to our latest action there, and the 
obfuscation and false righteousness sur
rounding It, Is historic. It Is dlmcult to see 
how we can demand peaceful settlements 
!rom other nations when we use power so 
nakedly ourselves. That at least one Senator 
has spoken out, salvages something from 
what some day-given a. some day-will be 
our shame. 

Very truly yours, 

Senator WAYNE MoRSE, 
Washington, D.C. 

DANIEL PAPISH. 

CHICAGO, ILL., 
August 8, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR: Thank God for Senators 
WAYNE MORSE and ERNEST GRUENING, Who 
are wl111ng to fight for the right even though 
they stand alone. As I have so many letters 
to write, will you please hand him this letter 
when you are through with it. 

We are going to have world war three un
less we do something about Khanh soon; so I 
a.m enclosing a copy of Jetter I sent to news
pa pers. 

More power to the two of you . 
W . ALBRECHT. 

PUT KHANH IN JAIL 
Nor th Vietnam claims that several towns 

and two Islands were bombed by us , giving 
the dates and hour. We claim we did not do 
lt. Then who did? 

Our Assistant Secretary of State, William 
Bundy, indicates that South Vietnam gun
boats may have she11ed the Islands. This Is 
just what Premier Khanh bas been saying 
he would do--take the war up Into North 
Vietnam, whether we liked It or not. 

It was proper for us to try to destroy any 
attacking ships. But before visiting such 
terrible devastation on North Vietnam Itself, 
wouldn't It have ~en better to Investigate 
just why a little, weak, impotent nation 
would attack the mighty U.S. Navy? What's 
behind It all? North VIetnam claims there 
was no second attack. 
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Are we going to let Khanh lead us Into 
world war three? He says his Is a sovereign 
nation, and he has the right to do what he 
pleases. We don't give a darn about h1a 
sovereignty If It leads us into another war. 
Haven't we got the backbone to stop him? 
Put h1m Into Jail, If necessary, untU the war 
is over, or the U .N. takes over. 

From what I read, it seems we were a little 
trigger-happy as the second attack did not 
amount to much more than a row of pins. 
One torpedo passed within 300 feet of a de
stroyer; search lights were thrown on the 
destroyer; there was small gunftre. 

YELLOW SPRINGS, OHIO, 
August 6, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Buiuting, 
Was/l.tngton., D .C. 

])E.&a SENAT011 MORSE: We commend very 
strongly your outspoken stand on the u.s. 
action of retaliation In North VIetnam. 
Please know that you speak for a great many 
very frustrated and anxious Americans. 

We believe 1n recent times the South 
VIetnamese have had no choice as to gov
ernments; General Khanh Is no better than 
Diem or Bao Dal. It Is cruel deception to 
speak of defending freedom In this clvU war. 

Continue to use your good omces, your 
Integrity In an unpopular but moral posi
tion, to press for an end to use of American 
lives and equipment and know-how to deal 
with this problem. I am writing my opinions 
also to President Johnson, and my Senators, 
urging that the Issue be taken to the U.N. as 
It Is the rightful ooncern ot the world to 
achieve peaceful settlement. 

Very sincerely yours, 
F11ANCES M. GooDMAN. 

DUARTE, CALIF., 
August 5,1964. 

Senator WATNE MORSE, 
WAShington, D.C. 

DzAa SENATOR: We saw you on CBS tele
vision tonight stating your position on South 
Vietnam and our 1ieet bombing North 
VIetnam. 

We Just want to put ourselves on record 
backing you up all the way. We tully agree 
with your views. 

We regret there are not more like you. 
Our deepest thanks and appreciation for 
representing us, small as It may be. At 
times like this a man may stand alone, but 
tall. 

How Christian can we get, Senator, using 
the name of God, not His law? 

Sincerely, 
Mr. and Mrs. JOHN ZABBY. 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
U.S . Senate, 
Washington., D .C. 

WOODLAND, CALIF., 
August 6, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I trust you Will not 
consider It presumptuous of me to say how 
highly I regard your stand In the U.S. Sen
ate In challenging U.S. poUcy In southeast 
Asia and particularly In VIetnam. 

I speak out of my birth In Chlna and from 
knowledge acquired during a residence ot 
some 50 years 1n the Far East. Incidentally, 
you may remember my very brief appearance 
before the Senate Foreign Relations Com
llll.ttee Inquiry Into foreign aid In my ca
pacity a.a cofounder and cochairman of the 
Committee for a Review of Our China Polley. 

I was again reminded ot my duty to tell 
you that you are not alon~lthough It 
might almost seem so-In challenging much 
of the basic Ingredients of our Asian policy 
Insofar as It falls to measure up to true 
American standards of political morality and 
International good faith, and as It Is char
acterized by a Jack of historical understand-

lng and genuine polltlcal realism. The fur
ther reminder came as I aaw you speak on 
television Jaat night, 1n slnglehandedly (110 
tar aa omclal legislative expre8111on was con
cerned) questioning the "provocative" nature 
or American actions and attributing respon
slb111ty to those actlona 1n creating the pres
ent hlghly dangerous American relationship 
with North Vletna.m and With Its many sup
porter nations. 

I could Join with you 1n enumerating-as 
you have done 1n many speeches In the Sen
ate-the all too many aspects of our actions 
in the Far East whlch are a betrayal of the 
best 1n American standards or International 
relationships. I have some qual111cat1ona to 
do this, since I have been a lifetime student 
or China's political evolution and of the 
West's relationships With the Far East. You 
need hardly be assured that the most quali
fied, as the most Intellectually and morally 
honest, authorities In history and political 
science support the essential assumptions 
upon which your viewpoints are based. 

It Is my very deepest hope, sir, that you 
will maintain your present courageous con1i
dence that you are "rlght"-rlght 1n the best 
Interests of world peace and mankind at 
large, and, therefore, right because It follows 
you are serving the truly best Interests ot 
the country whlch you serve 1n such Intelli
gent, honest, and moral patriotism--our own 
United States or America. 

With my highest appreciation and my very 
best Wishes, I am, dear Senator MoRSE, 

Respectfully yours, 
ERNEST T. NASH. 

MUNICH, GERMANY, 
August 6, 1964. 

Hon. WAYNE MoRSE, 
Senator from Oregon. 

DEAR Sm: I wish to express my deep ad
miration for your courageous stand on the 
current southeast Asia situation. Also your 
past record In the public service of our coun
try Is something to be proud of. I wish we 
had more men like you In Congress. 

Respectfully yours, 
BERNARD NIED, 

Captain, U.S. Air Force (Retired). 

DURHAM, N.C., 
August 7, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MoRSE : This note Is merely 
to Indicate my warm support for your posi
tion as regards the current crisis 1n southeast 
Asia. i truly regret that I am not able to 
cast a vote for you. 

Sincerely, 
PETER H. KLOPFER. 

Los ANGELES, CALIF. 
DEAR SENATOR MORSE : Again yours Is a 

voice crying In the wilderness. And again 
I thank you from the bottom of my heart. 
It there are history books for our grand
children (children) to read your name will be 
among the heroes, and I wish you would run 
for President With, maybe, Linus Pauling for 
Vice President. I simply cannot see how I 
or other mothers and human beings devoted 
to preservation of young lives can vote tor a 
brlnk:man candidate. 

When I try to Imagine what a good life 
could be provided for all the thousands or 
our people now existing In desperate poverty, 
If the money spent on worse-than-useless 
arma.ments was put to good social uses, well 
I can't quite Imagine, but I know that this 
school nurse would not walk around the 
school yard seeing hungry kids. For my 
part I'd rather see every youth get the best 
education that a Robert Hutchins can dream 
up than to know how many and how deep 
are the craters or the moon. 

Again, my thanks for your continued volce 
against war. Pray keep It up. 

Most respectfully, 
Mrs. A. T. REED. 

PHILADELPHXA, PA., 
August 8, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Wa.Jhington., D.C. 

DBAK SENATOa :MORSE: Thank YOU for 
standing tor International morallty on the 
1ioor of the United States. Never was It 1n 
greater need of such a stand. 

Gratefully yours, 
ABTHtTB and HELEN BERTHOLF. 

NEW YoRK, N.Y., 
August 10, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Butldtng, 
Washington., D .a. 

Sm: I wish to express my admiration for 
your courage In opposing the war 1n VIetnam. 
Your voice 1n the Senate calling tor negotia
tions Instead or gun 1ight1ni was loud and 
clear. 

You have the support 1n this matter of 
xnany friends and neighbors. I look forward 
to your speaking again on this question In 
the future. 

Respectfully, 
:Mrs. A. CITRON. 

SAN DIEGO, CALll"., 
August 5, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
White House, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : Thank you for the 
specific details of your thoughts 1n exacting 
words describing your evaluation of the Far 
East crisis of August 5. I concur With you, 
believing that you have expressed the xnature 
mind of Jesus Christ, not as a chUd, but as 
one who has put away the chlldlsh things 
ot first speaking, then thinking and under
standing later. For with all my heart as 
a citizen of the United States of America I 
believe your words to be the true sonshlp of 
your fathered thoughts of understanding, 
xnaltlng you a true son or God, Joint heir 
with truth and true freedom. Thank God 
tor men who will think and understand and 
then speak the convictions that two wrongs 
do not make a right. 

Sincerely, 
· C. T . FALLGREN, Jr. 

P .S.-I would greatly appreciate your ac
knowledgment of this letter. 

CROTON-ON-HUDSON, N.Y., 
August 5, 191i4. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Buikting, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MoRSE: We want to commend 
you tor the courage, Integrity, and lntelll
gence you showed In your stand against U.S. 
aggression In VIetnam, North and South. 
Many, many people support your position
all honest people who understand and oppose 
the Implications of having American Armed 
Forces In southeast Asia-and we hope that 
they will all tell you, and President Johnson, 
what they think. 

Our most sincere thanks. 
VICTOR AND ELLEN PERLO. 

Senator WAYNE MoRSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

AUGUST 7, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : I Wish to congratu
late and thank you !or being the only Mem
ber of the whole Congress, apparently, to 
protest the action of our President and coun
try In Vietnam this week. Don't Congress
men ever read or Inform themselves on 
anything except the price ot crops--here In 
Wyoming It Is cattle, wool and oU--or what 
their poorly Informed constituents think 
they want? You are the only man 1n Con
gress that approaches the vision of some of 
the tnen that Mr. Kennedy wrote about in 
his "Profiles of Courage." I know It Is polltl-
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cally exped.ient and practically necessary for 
a Senator like FULBRIGHT to vote aga.inst civil 
rights; and for Mr. McGEE to ft~ht to pre
serve the 27-percent oil depletion allowance; 
and for Mr. HUMPHREY to keep his eyes fixed 
on the mllllng, agricultural and mlnlng in
terests of M.lnnesota; but where is our be
loved country heading when there is no one 
who really considers the whole country and 
l.ts relation to the whole world in the light of 
the reallty of the present, and the future? 

My husband and I subscribe to and read: 
Atlantic, Harper's, the Progressive, I . F. 
Stone's Weekly, the Independent, Atlas, the 
Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists, Saturday 
Review, and the Saturday Evening Post, be
sides the National Geographic and National 
Wildlife, Wyoming Wildlife, and my orga
nizational teachers' magazines. We also read 
and buy books and are, at least amateur, 
students of history. But I am afraid to write 
a political letter to the people to be published 
in the local paper. I am a second-grade 
teacher with only 2 years to retirement, and 
we have 2 sons. one 22, married and on his 
own, but he and his wife both start college 
again thls fall; our youngest son is 16 and 
starts h.is senior year at high school in the 
fall. I have only been a teacher for the last 
8 years, qualifying in Wyoming; but !~act
uated from the University of M.innesota In 
1927 from SLA, major English and minor 
sociology. My husband is physically unftt to 
work at any protracted heavy work-he has 
been a salesman and carpenter and construc
tor; so I started teaching. Mr. McGEE Is 
completely correct In stating that Wyoming 
is rife with John Birchers, even the educated 
here are politically Ignorant and our local 
press is rabidly rlghtwing Republican--our 
columnists are De Toledano, Holmes Alexan
der, Lyle Wilson, etc. UPI seems to be the 
only news service they use now. Being the 
only support of my family, paying on a mort
gage--my husband only ftnished our house 
last year-for 14 years I lived here with only 
cold running water and no sink-for the sake 
of some Independence in our old age and to 
at least see our youngest boy into college, I 
feel I must keep my mouth shut. Is that not 
shameful in this country? 

But I got )l.ngry. I am not the only one 
WhO listened to Mr. GOLDWATER'S acceptance 
speech and was reminded of the beginnings 
of IDtler. How many Congressmen have 
even read Shirer's "Rise and Fall o! the 
Th.ird Reich"? I do not accuse Senator 
GOLDWATER of being a IDtler; but funda
mentally he is not an intelligent or informed 
man, and he may have hold of the tail of a 
tiger. I do not ~ke his German acquaint
ances, nor his following in this country. 
Neither do I trust the mllitary-indust'rial 
complex we now have. I admire Mr. 
McGEE for cosponsoring a bill to try to work 
out changeover to a peace economy; it should 
have been done long ago. I do not trust 
or admire the FBI, particularly those who 
work In the South. I do not like or admire 
Robert Kennedy; it was with reluctance 
that I voted for President Kennedy last 
time, but he did better than I thought he 
would. Robert is not his equal. I do not 
trust Germany, either East or West. I hope 
the Labor Party wins In England this year. 
I do not think Russia wants war; and she 
won more by backing down In the Cuba 
confrontation than we did. We have been 
stupid in our Cuban pollcy from the begin
rung; and most of Latin America sees our 
Alllance for Progress as another boondoggle 
for the rich, as Is our foreign aid, which is 
ch.iefty milltary anyway. The Peace Corps 
has been fine, but I would hate to try to ex
plain to foreigners our a111ances with dicta
tors in Spain, Portugal, and Latin America 
and our dear old friend, Chiang Kal-shek, 
whom the people of Formosa hate, as do the 
people of Iwo Jima, for Instance, hate us, 
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as represented by our Army. We helped 
Pakistan against India; made an enemy out 
of NRB8er so we have no inftuence over hlm 
In h.is Arab campaign against Israel now. 
And there are probably a hundred more 
things I could mention. 

In conclusion, if President Johnson feels 
he must go aggressive and to the right, to 
meet GoLDWATER, I see no point in voting 
nationally this year at all. I will vote on 
the State level, but unless Johnson changes 
his course--and I've heard others say that 
this week, only they wm vote for GoLD
WATER-! am not going to vote for h.im. He 
has GoLDWATER'S approval, not mine; nor 
some others of my friends and relatives. I 
even have some Unitarian friends in Texas. 
To call shelllng mainland villages self-de
fense is ridiculous and an insult to anyone 
of intelligence. We have violated League of 
Nations rules, the treaty of 1954, and any 
other number of things as you have stated. 
In 1956 the Committee of the Un1ted Na
tions reported both North and South VIet
nam had violated borders and the treaty, 
and then we started helping. 

I apologize for the length of this. I have 
written as a friend, for you have often spo
ken for me. I have greatly admired your 
courage ever since you left the Republlcan 
Party, which was an act of courage. Ste
venson has been a disappointment to me-
and I voted for him twice. Thank you 
again. 

With every good wish, 
Sincerely yours, 

MARIAN McMUNN NILSON. 
Copies to: Senator Humphrey, McGee, 

the President, and my son Eric In California. 

EAST STROUDSBURG, PA., 
August 8,1964 . 

Sepator WAYNE MORSE of Oregon. 
DEAR SENATOR MORSE: This letter relates 

to your views on the bombing of North Viet
namese Installations by the Air Force this 
week. 

In the reckless atmosphere of the past few 
days, your voice has been one of the few 
which demonstrated statesmanship and level
headedness. 

You have probably been much abused for 
your statements. Th.1s letter Is written sim
ply to help give you a little moral support. 

Respectfully, 
R . HELFFRICH. 

PHILADELPHIA, PA., 
August 6,1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MoRsE: In view of the recent 
expansion of the war in southeast Asia, I 
feel compelled to write to let you know ot 
my warm support !or your opposition to the 
war in Vietnam. I'm afrald that too often 
a person like myself applaud sileJ\.tly when 
we should let our voices be heard. I !eel 
confident that you will speak out even more 
forcefUlly now that we have taken the re
cent aggressive--and suicidal-steps against 
North Vietnam. Rest assured that there are 
many who are grateful to you for your cour
age In speaking out. 

I want you to know that I am writing my 
representatives, Senator CLARK, Senator 
ScoTT, and Representative BARRETT, as)dng 
them to oppose the resolution proposed by 
President Johnson, and asking them to sup
port you In opposing the war in Vietnam. 

Sincerely, 
JULIA B. BLOCH . 

NoRTH CHEVY CHASE, Mo., 
August 8,1964 . 

Hon. WAYNE MoRSE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MoRsE : Oregon1ans can 
agaln take satisfaction in having sent to the 
Senate a man who thinks tor himself, and 

who places conscience above party and the 
welfare of men above narrow nationalism. 
Congratulations on your independent stand 
on the issue of our bombings In North Viet
nam. 

Cordially, 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D .C. 

ROBERT 0. LINK. 

DETROI'r, MICH., 
August B, 1964. 

SIR: I want to express my gratitude for 
your courageous stand against the present 
Government policy in southeast Asia. 

Yours Is the only voice in Congress that 
speaks out against following a course which 
could result in a nuclear war. 

In your defense of peace, I feel certain, 
you express the sentiments of the over
whelming majority of the American people. 

Sincerely yours, 
Mrs. IDA OLSHANSKY. 

AUGUST 6, 1964. 
DEAR SENATOR MoRsE: I was so glad to hear 

your statements about the attacks on the 
Vietnamese. We support your statements 
and congratulate your courage. We need 
more of your callber in our Government. 
Sometimes I think we should move to Ore
gon instead · of trying to fight the current 
here in Los Angeles. 

Please continue th.is type of work. We 
support you all the way. 

Mr. and Mrs. RAY BUSSER. 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

MARION, IowA, 
August 8, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: 1 want to congratu
late you for not supporting the resolution 
concern1ng VIetnam. It all looks like this is 
the beginning of nuclear world war ill, and 
the next move will be to go into China. 
This country Is flittering away Its resources 
on nothing. 

Best wishes. 
Sincerely, 

IRENE J. COOMBES. 

SATURDAY, AUGUST 8, 1964. 
Senator WAYNE MoasE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: As one who be
lieves you are doing a job in the Senate for 
the American people--and a damned good 
one--! am moved to write these lines in 
appreciation of what I bel!eve is your sen
sible and wise stand on so many issues. 

I have just finished listening to the 
WCBS-TV 1 p.m. Saturday news and I am 
rather incensed at Martin Agronsky's scur
rilous remarks about you--at least your 
hewing to the line and crusading courage 
for what you believe to be right and just-
these admirable traits of yours were pre
sented In a rather contemptuous light. 

My feeling is that more "Morse-men" In 
the Senate and a corresponding reduction of 
"political hacks" would be very salutary, 
indeed. 

Please keep up the good .fight, W. M., and 
more power to you. 

Sincerely In appreciation, 

SOMERSET, N.J. 
Copy to CBS. 

STANLEY CRABTREE. 

WILLOW RIVER, MlNN ., 
August 7, 1964. 

Hon. Senator WAYNE MoRSE, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENAToR: We are very happy to hear 
that there is one Senator who is man enough 
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to say what he knows ls right. More power 
to you. We also heard that Senator GRUEN
ING. of Alaska, voted as you did, so we have 
two brave men in Washington, D.C. We feel 
as you do a.bout Vietnam. Goad luck and 
take good care of yourself. We need men 
like you. 

Sincerely, 
Mr. and Mrs. A. E . BORCHARDT. 

WILLIAMSPORT, PA., 
August 7, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I admire your coura
geous stand on the Vietnam issue. 

I am happy to know that there are two 
men in the Senate who represent the Ameri
can people and are not rubberstamps for 
a reactionary leadership. 

I wish to thank you for your warning 
to the Americans that their rights and free
doms are being threatened by the actions of 
the House and Senate in giving Johnson a 
free hand in going to wa.r without a declara
tion of war. 

Yours truly, 
Mrs. ANNIE E. AULT. 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
Senator of Oregon, 

VINELAND, N.J., 
August 8, 1964. 

Senate Building, Washington, D .C. 
DEAJ! MR. SENATOR : On behalf of many of 

my friends and clients I wish to express to 
you my deepest appreciation for the courage
ous stand which you have taken during the 
present crisis in southeast Asia. 

It is regrettable that only you and Sena.tor 
GRUENING have ta.ken a sane and legally Jus
tifiable attitude in this da.ngerou11 situ ation 
and we are proud to have had you and Sena.
tor GRUENING as speakers during the past 
Israeli bond drives in Vineland. 

We would like to see the day when your 
politics will be shared by the majority. 

Respectfully, 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C . 

RUDOLPH HEARNS. 

WASHINGTON, D.C., 
Augtt.st 9, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Thank you for your 
honesty and courage in speaking for peace. 
I have written to the President urging nego
tiations rather than warfare over the conflict 
in Vietnam. 

Sincerely yours, 
EDMOND S. HARRIS. 

COLUMBUS, OHIO, 
August 7, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate O fflce Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : I wholly appreciate 
and support your efforts to stop the U.S. ac
tion (toward all-out war) in Asia, specifically 
South Vietnam. 

It is necessary to repeat time and again 
that the United States has no business sup
porting civil strife as we· a.re doing in Viet
nam. 

Please continue to urge your fellow col
leagues in the Senate to get out of Vietnam 
as well as informing your fellow country
men, the unhappy truth-we are acting as 
a "protector." 

Most respectfully, 

Hon . WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Builciing 
Washington, D .C. 

DONNA CHILDERS. 

AUGUST 10, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOa MORSE: So much of my time 
Is spent reacti.Dg negatively to political 

figures and acts that, to prevent growing 
into a perpetual eourpu.ss, I must aend 
someone a "Bravo.• And there ta no one 
1n Washington-or probably everywhere elae 
1n t.b.e world-more deserving at. such than 
yourself. Your unrelenting crttlclsm of the 
war 1n Vietnam and t.b.e m.llits.ry emphasis 
of foreign aid are putting the brakes on my 
growing antistatlsm. 

Of course, I wired the President last 
week on his addre66 to t.b.e Nation on Vlet
n!lllll. I would wire you, too, but I'm sure 
you would r ather I spent my money on more 
"No" telegrams._ 

Enthusiastically yours, 
!GAL ROODENKO. 

IRON MOUNTAIN, MICH., 
August 10, 1964 . 

Hon. WAYNE MoRsE, 
U .S. Senate, 
Washington, D .C . 

DEAR Sm: I feel an obligation to be 
counted as one in deep appreciation for your 
stand on Vietnam. 

Thank you. 
Mrs. ENID AVENT. 

CLEVELAND, OHIO, 
August 9, 1964 . 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MoRSE: We have Just com
pleted your excellent article, "Humpty 
Dumpty in Vietnam," in the August issue of 
the Pi:ogressive. Unfortunately, this article 
will have linllted circulation. Your objec
tions on the fioor of the Senate to extend
ing the confllct in Vietnam are trUly com
mendable, though you'll probably get very 
little reln!orcement for your efforts at this 
time. 

Sincerely yours, 
DoNALD M. McPHERSON. 
SANDRA B. McPHERSON. 

Los ANGELES, CALIF., 
August 7, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C . 

HONORABLE SIR : Although not one of your 
constituents, I !eel I must write and con
gratulate you on your wisdom and courage 
In your stand on our position in Vietnam. 

For years I have wondered why we inter
fered there in the first place, and why we 
persisted in an effort that not only was none 
of our business but not even welcomed or 
appreciated-or , in many cases, not even 
tolerated-by the people of South Vietnam; 
people much more concerned with their need 
for food and shelter than with the freedom 
which to them Is a mere theoretical abstrac
tion. To me, It was Just another Elsenhower
Nlxon-Dulles blunder-in their arrogant 
determination to m a ke the world over in the 
image of America, and to get more votes 
from the simple minded. This sort of ar
rogance is, to me, against all the laws of God 
a nd humanity. If we believe-as we self
righteously claim-in self-determination, 
then why do we not practice what we preach. 
Heaven knows--we have enough problems 
on our own doorstep. 

our beloved President Kennedy, ram con
fident. would have corrected many o! the 
Eisenhower-Nixon blunders, and refused to 
be drawn into the trap they 'set for him In 
the Bay of Pigs affair, bad it not been for 
their continuous and ridiculous contentions 
that he was elected by only a hair's margin
a myth lf ever there was one--cons!dering 
all that he had against him in reUglous 
prejudice. 

For at least one voice "crying In the wll
derness" I am thankful--so, a.gain, my con
gratulations and best wishes. 

Slncerjlly, 
EDYTH K . ZIEGLER. 

FISK MEMORIAL METHODIST CHURCH, 
Natick, Mass., August 11, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE L . MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C . 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: As a registered voter 
In Massachusetts I commend the position you 
have taken in discouraging t h e escalating of 
war In southeast Asia, and have written to 
President J ohnson and Senators KENNEDY 
and SALTONSTALL supporting your stand. I 
deeply regr'et the limited publlcity which has 
been given to your sane approach to the 
problem. 

Sincerely yours, 

WAYNE MORSE. 

WILLIAM H . LIKINS, Th. D. 

ANN ARBOR, MICH., 
A1lg1tst 10, 1964 . 

U.S. Senator from Oregon, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C . 

'DEAR SENATOR MoRsE : I live in a different 
State from you, but cannot forbear saying 
how much I appreciate and admire your 
standing all alone in this terrible business of 
the bombing of North Vietnam. I cannot 
understand Mr. Johnson's eagerness; ' the 
crisis was past; the ships had gone on their 
way; nobody had been killed; investigation 
should precede action; one wonders what 
was the role of the CIA in the matter. The 
U.S. Senate ls supposed to be the greatest de
liberative body in the world; on civil rlghtS or 
education it deliberates endlessly, but agree
ment to bomb civillans to death in an un
declared war requires no deliberation. 

And hence my admiration. 
Sincerely, 

HARRIETI'E SIMPSON ARNOW. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D .C. 

VERNON, N.J ., 
August 10, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: A day last week I 
watched, listened, deeply moved whlle you 
were let speak, and wished other and younger 
Senators were standing beside you, and 
missed Senator GRUENING. True, Ibsen' said, 
"A man is strongest when he stands most 
a.lone." You spoke with such wisdom and 
courage and you spoke for the many of us 
who think as you do but speak only among 
ourselves and are without authority. I be
lieve that should the question be added to 
our ballot In this coming election : "Should 
our Armed Forces be In Vietnam?" the m a
Jori ty of the voters of this country would 
check " No" and those who would mark "Yes" 
would for the most part mark it thinking 
"As all but the one of our Senators are vot
ing for it, they must know something they 
think it unwise to tell us ." 

A friend Just returned from a couple of 
months' t ravel in Europe to tell me that 
everywhere the people are deeply concerned, 
anxious over our seeming Indifference to the 
likely results to them. and to the whole 
world from our war-risking policy in Asia. 

I was gratified to read in yesterday's New 
York Times's letters a long letter by a Judge 
who thinks as you do and quotes you and 
Senator GRUENING. We see all too Ilttle 
mention of your views and his and that litt le 
likely to be in derision. This m an Is so right 
in saying that we cannot predict the reac
tions of other nations. The best and the 
worst of life ls its surprises, plan how we m ay. 
We are not young, but many who stand to 
suffer from any bombing done are young, and 
they have their right not to be robbed of 
their chance of growing up and of growing 
old, at least not robbed by us, from our side 
the world, because of our surmises as to what 
the threats of communism are for them or 
for the whole of Asia. "Why ask the night 
before the darkness comes?" 

I write only to say "courage"-and to ask 
that you get up early all the mornings, from 
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now on, write, so that we can read your h1s
tory 1n the Senate, know your views and 
share your vision, 1n a book, 1n articles, 1n 
letters to the papers. It Is so sobering to 
think that, I! we persist 1n Olll' military
minded aim, that can be so quick and !ar
reaching and ruinous, decisions, steps and 
retaliations could come that could wipe out 
nations before this Jetter comes to your desk, 
making all that you say treasonous, me sus
pect, and the !ew left. unhappy and terribly 
afraid. May you be free to say your say, next 
week, next congressional term, and !or a long 
time. And may you not always have to stand 
so alone. 

Sincerely yours, 
DoROTHY T . BUICKEROOD 
Mrs. John W. Bulckerood. 

UNION CITY, N.J ., 
August 11, 1964 . 

Senator WAYNE MoRSE, 
Washington. D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : This ls to express my 
appreciation for your stand on Vietnam. 

Very truly yours, 
IRVING M . WOLFE. 

PONSOLLE MANUFACTURING Co., 
Long Island City, N.Y ., August 11, 1964. 

Senator MORSE, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MoRsE: Your courageous 
stand against the Pentagon's decision to 
make a brutal attack against a defenseless 
small country like south Vietnam ls mighty 
gratifying. 

'We 1n the United States need more honest 
acting minds like you to get us out or this 
morass ot decadence, ot violent, arrogant 
brutality against humanity. The peoples ot 
the world condemn the U.S. Government's 
murderous action. 

Anyone with religious convictions and 
mainly with a bit of political knowledge 
knows that France couldn't hold on to its 
$500 million plundering adventure In Indo
china and now the American monopolists 
want to grab It. 

The people o! southeast Asia will defeat 
us just as the French imperialists were de-
feated. · 

Let us not sacrifice more young American 
lives and innocent Vietnamese people. 

Our hearts go to you, Senator MORSE, to 
encourage you in your battle against decep
tion by our Government. 

Yours sincerely, 
CONSTANT PONSOLLE. 

WOODMONT, CONN., 
August 10, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I am heartened by 
your conviction and courage concerning U.S. 
action in Vietnam. I am dismayed that our 
Congress sees right in might, when the same 
actions applled to other nations would al
most certainly be considered as naked aggres
sion. Such action as we have taken weakens 
our position in the world to stand for the 
interests of the vast majority of the people. 
Here we have allowed the powerful pressures 
of a small American segment to short circuit 
the cause of peace, International law, and 
moral considerations. Keep up your fight 
and Jet the American people know the whole 
truth; If the dally press will not print It, I 
am sure tha t there are presses that wlll. 

Yours sincerely, 

Senator WAYNE MoasE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEL EBERHARDT. 

KENT, CONN., 
August 11, 1964. 

DEAR MR. MORSE : Although I am not one 
of your constituents, I want you to know 

that I approve of and admire your el!'orts, 
as reported last week over the radio and 1n 
the New York Times, to present another side 
of what President Johnson claimed was an 
"unprovoked attack" on one ot our warships 
1n the Gul! of Tonkin. 

I realize that you have been making 
speeches about Vietnam to your fellow Sen
ators !or 5 months or so, and that the news
papers have not publicized these speeches, 
because for some reason they are afraid to 
print your criticism of our behavior in south
east Asia. It might be well for more of the 
American people to hear your views, and la.st 
week a few more may have begun to listen. 

Sincerely yours, 
JOHN BREASTED . 

NEW YORK., N.Y., 
August 10, 1964 . 

senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate 0/Jice Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Congratula tions on 
yolli' pratrlotlsm 1n standing firm !or your 
convictions on Vietnam. I don't know yet 
just what you said because I have not yet 
read the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, but I am 
sure 1n the light o! what you have said be
fore, that your speech was strong and correct., 

Yours sincerely, 
CLARK FOREMAN. 

PORTABLE GALLERY COLOR SLIDES, 
New York, N .Y., August 11, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Ofjice Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I have read with 
great interest your excellent and, regretta
bly, minority campa.!gn against our policies 
in southeast Asia. It was clear trom the 
beginning that It was to be a losing battle, 
but thank you for trying. 

Yours sincerely, 
ALBERT VANDERBURG, Jr. 

DAVIDSON COLLEGE, 
Davidson, N .C ., August 11, 1964. 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
U.S. Senate. 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR MR. MORSE: I have just finished read
ing the speech you delivered against Senate 
,Joint Resolution 189 as reported 1n the 
August 5 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. I wish to 
associate myself with the position you take 
therein in regard to the situation In south
east Asia and to congratulat e you on your 
courage. You have been, 1n my opinion, the 
most consistent, constant, and able defender 
ot Justice, freedom, and democracy in the 
U.S. Congress, and your presence 1n Con
gress brings credit to and respect for the en
tire country. May the voters of Oregon keep 
you In the Senate as long as you are able 
to speak. 

I am taking the liberty o! sending you a 
copy o! a letter I wrote to the Charlotte 
(N.C.) Observer. A greatly emasculated ver
sion was printed therein a couple of days 
ago. 

With best wishes and highest regards to 
you, I am, 

Yours fa ithfully, 
E . F. PATTERSON, 

Associate Professor. 

EDITOR, 
The Charlotte Observer, 
Charlette, N .C. 

J ULY 28, 1964. 

DEAR Sm : The problem facing the United 
States In southeast Asia today Is the same 
one which faced France 10 yea.rs ago; I.e., how 
to end a war which is no longer winnable (I! 
It ever was) without destroying all hope !or 
the future. 

The Mendes-France government, which 
was ruling France 10 years ago, found an 

answer to the problem; namely, negotiate 
with those you are fighting-not with your 
puppets; and when that Is done, make a f_resh 
start to remove the bitterness left by the 
war. The Mendes-France government did 
not survive long enough to finish this 
ambitious task-its demise was not con
nected with its solution to the problem in 
southeast Asia. But It began the task with 
such obvious good !a!th that the ground was 
laid for the present-day popularity o! the 
French in Laos, Cambodia, and the two Viet
naxns. 

Because of this popularity, French journal
ists are better received In that a.rea than 
journalists of other countries and are the 
best Informed reporters in the world about 
the situation there. The reports they are 
publishing in such responsible non-Com
munist Freneh newspapers as Le Monde and 
France-Soir are completely different from 
those which appear In the U.S. newspapers . 
The reports all Indicate that Mendes-France's 
1954 solution Is today, as It was then, the 
must likely to puroduce results that will 
benefit both the United States and the un
happy Vietnamese. 

A report from one of these reporters was 
published in the June 27, London Economist. 
The reporter ma.de the following observa
tions~ 

"Probably a truly free vote would show that 
the great majority of the (South) Viet
namese want two thing&-pea.ce and inde
pendence both trom the Americans and the 
North Vietnam. But even then It would not 
be possible to ignore the problem posed by 
the Vietcong, with its roots stretching every
where, its cadres who are the most honest 
and energetic 1n the country, and above all 
its formidable army. The only question -Is 
whether It can be crushed-as the Americans 
have so tar vainly tried to do--0r tamed by 
being brought into the open, in polltlcal 
and parllamenta.ry terms,- with all that that 
implies, in particular, In terms of a Socialist
run economy. 

"The more time passes, the harder it be
comes to Ignore this second possib1llty, llttle 
as it cheers anyone In the West. The Amer
icans are trying to bolt the frontiers and cut 
of!' northern aid. This Is what the French 
did on the frontiers of Algeria, but with no 
success, because the confl.!ct was in the first 
place an internal one. To threaten Peiping 
with reprisals is of no use when the sources 
of the civil war Ile 1n South Vietnam Itself. 

"From numerous conversations with lead
ers in North Vietnam and the Vietcong-this 
correspondent Is convinced that It would be 
an error for the West to look !or a solution 
In Peiping. To deal with the Chinese as I! 
they were already masters of Vietnam' would 
be to pull the rug from under the feet of the 
Vietnamese In Hanoi and the underground, 
who are strongly nationalist In their outlook. 
The consent of Mr. Mao Tse-tung would be 
necessary. But first one·must negotiate with 
the Vietnamese themselves. 

The fact is that there are American troops 
in South Vietnam today, but not Chinese 
ones, and if the South Vietnamese have no 
stomach for the fight with their brothers 1n 
the Vietcong, It wlli be very hard to screw 
them up to a more combative spirit. Viet
namese affairs are, after all, those of the 
Vietnamese more than of America or China. 
The day General Khanh wishes to deal with 
his Co=unlst compatriots he will not need 
a go-between; his own brother ls a high 
official In Hano! controlling North Viet na
mese Industry. Most of the fam!lles ot this 
unhappy country are sim!larly divided, with 
members on both sides. 

All this Is, of course, highly disturbing to 
most Americans, but It Is the same hard, un
varnished truth which Senators MORSE and 
GRUENING have been speaking on the floor 
of the Senate for several months, speeches 
that have gone largely unreported in the 
daily press, and it Is the truth which we must 
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come to accept and act on Immediately. It 
should be noted, parenthetically, that only 
If Senator GOLDWATD ls defeated declslvely 
In November wm it even be possible to begin 
the long and dlft!cult process of extricating 
ourselves from the Impossible predicament 
in southeast Asia in a way that will bring 
honor to and respect and good wm for the 
United States. 

Yours faithfully, 
E. P . PA'ITERSON, 

Assoctate Professor . 

AUGUST 8, 1964. 
DEAR SENATOR MoRSE : For your courageous 

action In questioning our policy ln Vietnam 
and in withholding approval of the Presi
dent's actions In the recent crisis there. I 
wish my Senator had as much courage. 

Yours truly, 
MARY DWYER. 

P .S.-No need to reply to t his note. 

Los ANGELES, CALIF., 
August 8, 1964 . 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : I would like to ex
press my deep admiration for your courage 
In taking a stand against what many people 
believe to be a prellmlnary step in the prepa
ra tlon for an extended land war In Asia. It 
Is due to your courage, dedication to freedom 
and democracy, and tenacity In searching 
out facts that the realities of southeast Asia 
are coming to light. Your job ls and will be 
a lonely one with little consolation from 
those quarters that should be most thank
ful. Nevertheless, I know you realize tha t 
you are performing an essential and crucial 
function that in the long run will not go 
unappreciated. 

Fifteen years of the cold war have reduced 
our flexiblUty to respond to J:leW situations. 
Too many people look at the world as a 
struggle between the forces of good and evil 
with unchanging truths and grand alterna
tives. Thls picture Is not accura te, espe
cially In southeast Asia and unless we begin 
to !ace this fact. we are In !or serious trouble 
which can only culminate In defeat for all . 

With profund gra titude, 
ROBERT FRIEDMAN. 

Senator WAY NE MORSE, 
Sen.ate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C . 

WARD, COLO .. 
A u gust 8, 1964 . 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : I am writing to con
gratulate you on the stand you took thls 
week In the Senate In opposing the adminis
tration's policy In the Vietnam crlsis. 

You may be Interested In the letter on this 
subject which I am sending to President 
Johnson. I enclose a copy. 

Respectfully yours, 
DOROTHY T . MAXWELL. 

WARD, COLO .. 
August 8, 1964. 

President LYNDON B. JOHNSON, 
The White House, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR PRESIDENT JOHNSON: I am writing to 
object to U.S . policy in Vietnam. I consider 
that the present crisis has been brought on 
by our country's m111tary Intervention In 
South Vietnam, which from the beginning 
has been In abrogation of our pledge not to 
violate the Geneva accords. I feel that the 
public has been misinformed concerning this, 
and other matters relating t.o Vietnam . Fur
ther, I think it very wrong that the Central 
Intelligence Agency should have the power 
of creating foreign policy, for example, by 
machinations aimed at overthrowing gov
ernments. 

It Is time that the people and Government 
of the United States realize that the world 
:la not going to be won for democracy by 
mlUtary support of undemocratic govern-

ment&-or by any ltlnd of military action. 
The spread Of democracy will take place on 
an entirely dlfl'erent plane. 

In the present crlal.s It la my belle! that 
the matter should be referred to another 
Geneva Conference on southeast Asia. Thlll 
should be followed, or accompanied, by Im
mediate withdrawal of all U.S. troops and 
the support of plans for the neutralization 
and Independence of the Indochinese states. 

Respect fully yours, 
DOROTHY T. MAXWELL. 

ANTWERP, OHIO. 
DEAR FRIENDS : I don' t know If you wlll 

even r eceive this or not. Saw In the morning 
news that there is someone down there 
thinking a bout our sons, and felt like shout
ing and praising God. The prestige or the 
United States don't seem to mean so much 
to mothers who have only one son left at 
home, no husband, and only one son besides. 

I have always bene brought up to be a 
s t inking Republica n ( that Is I dared not 
vote for a Democra t or be disgraced) but 
I love anybody who will try to protect our 
boys from this terrible conflict that goes on 
abroad so t h a nk you and m ay God help u s. 

Mrs. GOLDIE GETROST. 

ROCKVILLE CENTER, N.Y .. 

Sen ator w A YNE MORRIS, 
Th.e U .S. Senate, 
Wash i ngton, D .C . 

August 10, 1964 . 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : May I m ost heartily 
commend you for your forthright stand 
against President Johnson's handling of the 
Vietnam crisis . I hope that your independ
ent and clear thinking and your courage to 
express it will give heart to others to do the 
s ame. 

Mos t respectfully, 

Hon . WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Bui lding, 
Wash i ngton, D .C . 

ENLA R . KIELTY. 

ORANGE, CALI:F., 
Au gu st 8, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : It ls wi th a great 
deal of sadness that we learned that only 
two Senators and no Representatives had 
tbe courage and wisdom to vote against tbe 
support of action or the President in the 
recent Vietnam situation. 

We wish to congratulate you on your stand 
this past week and your stand as you have 
tried to explain It and express It in recent 
months. We agree with your reasons and 
hope you will continue to speak out for a 
wiser southeast Asian policy as the facts be
come known to you. 

Sincerely, 
PAULE. KILLINGER, 
LoRE'ITA KILLINGER. 

HOPKrNS, MINN . ., 

August 9, 1964. 
Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Bui lding, 
Washington, D .C . 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: It took courage to 
be only one of two members or the Senate 
to vote against t he Joint resolution. I wish 
to congratulate you and Senator Gruening 
on your vote and the reasoning behind It. 

The Mlnneapolls Tribune today had an 
editorial which stated that, maybe, the North 
Vietnam attack was not without provoca
tion. Are we being told the truth? The 
U- 2 Incident Is still fresh in my mind. The 
Turkish Vice Premier denied the attack on 
Cyprus by TUrkish planes and was caught 
lying. Must International politics be a mass 
of lies? If we are to keep the peace, we 
should try to be honest too. I, as much as 
anyone, would like the southeast Asia situa
tion resolved in our favor but this type of 
18th century swashbuckling can lead to com-

pllcatlons notwithstanding th•~ government's 
cry Of self-righteous lndigne,tlon at being 
attacked without provocation. 

Sincerely yours, 
DR. PAUL SLATON. 

Copy to Senator HU14PHREY .. 

Los ANGELEB, CALIF., 
A1Lgust B, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
United States Senate, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I wis'h to commend 
your statement about our position In Viet
nam. 

It ls very frightening to all of us because a 
limited war is so easily turned It Into an un
limited one. 

It Is time for the United Nations to step 
In and the United States to s·~p out. 

Sincerely. 
LIBBIE ROSENBLA'IT. 

ANN AReo;R, MICH., 
Au 17ust 12, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office B1Lildtng, 
Wash i ngton, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : I adlmlre and ap
plaud your courage In callln@: for reason in 
southeast Asia amid cries for "national 
unity." Since your speech was poorly re
ported, could you send me a. copy of your 
speech against Johnson's resolution on Viet
n am made August 7 , 19M. 

Thank you. 
JOHN P . BOYD. 

Los ANGELES, CALIF .. 
A ;ugust 8, 1964. 

Hon . WAYNE MORSE, 
U .S. Senator, Senate Office B 'uilding, Wash

ington, D .C . 
DEAR SENATOR MORSE : I wish to commend 

you on your opposition to our Involvement 
in southeast Asia and specifica lly In South 
Vietnam. 

Though not one of your constituents, In 
a sense you represent all of us Americans 
who deplore our men being klllled, but not In 
defense of our country, and In turn serving 
to kill even greater numbem of Asians In 
what Is essentia lly a civil war. 

I hope your being in a tiny minority in 
the Sen ate will not dlscourag•e you in main
taining your position. The men we expend 
and the treasure we spend ltl this so-called 
"police action" in defense o1'. what we call 
"freedom" could be better used at home. 

With admira tion and resped. 
ABRAHAM S . ROSENTHAL . 

QUEJ:NS, N.Y., 
A :u.gust 6, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : Thank you !or your 
courageous stand against U.S. war policies In 
Vietnam . I managed to hear about your 
recent speech despite the blackout by the 
popular mass media. Please continue to 
speak out for peace, and kt!ep te111ng the 
America n people the truth. The present 
situation In this country is ominously like 
tha t or Germany just before EUtler took over. 

Please send me your speech·es In the Inter
national situation that are available. Again, 
thank you for being one of' the few lone 
voices for the truth In this country. 

Sincerely. , 

Senator MORSE, 
Waslttngton , D .C . 

BEATRICE BOYER. 

Los ANGELES, 
Au,gu st 12, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR Mons E: I would like to com
mend you on your statement you made 
about North Vietnam. I, myself, have not 
been able to understand whnt we lll'e doing 
there. It seems to me that w·e have no right 
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there, that this situation should be handled 
by the U.N. 

Please keep up the gOOd work. I for one 
run glad that you a.re in the Senate and you 
are as honest and forthright . 

Yours truly, 
GERTRUDE SHRIVER. 

Los ANGELES, CALIF., 
August 8, 1964. 

senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Chambers, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR Sm: We a.re in full support. of your 
position on Vietnam and your vate in the 
Senat.e. How we wish you represented Cali
fornia. 

Sincerely, 
Mr. and Mrs. JoHN THORNE. 

CHEYENNE WELLS, COLO., 
August 9, 1964. 

8enat.or WAYNE MORSE, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR Sm : I want to congratulate you and 
the Sen.at.or from Alaska for your courage 
and forsight in voting agail.nst the resolution 
giving the President the power to wage war 
without the consent of the House of Repre
sentatives and the Senate. 

Senator, for the life of me I can't see where 
we a.re aooom.pllshing anything meddling in 
the troubles of other nations. All I can 
do ls lead us Into another big war. I just 
h eard a. news broadcast that Turkey is in
vading Cyprus. What kind of commitments 
will this bring us into? wm this and the 
trouble in Asia draw us int.o the third World 
War? I believe you will a.rgee with me that 
South Korea. and South Vietnam a.re dicta
torships. That their governments a.re. I am 
a. veteran of the 1st World War and I be
lieve firmly in our form of Government but 
I do believe that we should bring all of our 
boys home and let these foreign countt1es 
settle their own troubles. I sometimes won
der as I have heard others remark that we 
a.re getting to be the most hated Nation in 
the world. I hope you won't mind when I 
say in also sincet1ty, we need more men of 
your courage and character 1n public offce. 
I remain, 

Yours very truly, 
L . W . KLIESEN. 

FLUSHING, N.Y., 
August 11, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

HONORABLE Sm: AF. a thinking United 
States citizen, I wish to congratulate you 
for your intelligent stand and comments on 
the Vietnam situation. Thank you, too, for 
the amendments you offered to the foreign 
a.Id bill, some of which the Senate adopted 
(as reported in today's Times). 

It ls only unfortunate that we-do not have 
more men of your caliber In our Government 
t.oday. 

Please have the courage to carry on your 
good work. 

Sincerely, 
Mr. and Mrs. MATTHEW ALTSCHULER. 

MADISON, Wrs., 
August 11, 1964. 

The Honorable WAYNE MORSE, 
U .S. Senate, 
Washington, D .C . 

Sm : To my great regret I am not a con
stituent of yours, but nonetheless, since I 
am a. U.S. citizen and since you are a U.S. 
Senator, may I commend you for your cour
ageous compelling, and highly rational stand 
on the Vietnam Issue. At least there ls one 
person in high places who Is talking some 
sense and who can see that our hands are 
just as dirty as our adversaries. I fall to see 
how we can realy expect anyone to believe us 
or in our ideals If we do not move towards 

achieving at least a few of them. Freedom 
Is not "being just like me". It is being free 
to choose, to accept or reject. 

I hope your constituents support your posi
tive and forthright stand and I hope all of 
us may look forward to seeing more of your 
rationality pour forth from the morass of 
nonsequlturs that surround Vietnam and 
other critical issues. 

I would also like to express appreciation 
for your article In the August copy of the 
Progressive. I hope we wi11 be seeing more 
articles from you. 

May I obtain from your office a copy of 
the pamphlet entitled "Foreign Assistance 
Act of 196~Indivldua.l Views Of Sena.tor 
MORSE on H .R. 11380" or if not could you tell 
me where I can obtain a copy? Thank you. 

Sincerely, 
TERRY A. RHODES. 

PHILADELPHIA, PA., 
August 12, 1964. 

The Honorable WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR: Yours is the only sane voice 
I have heard amongst the hysterical babble 
about "defense" 1n Vietnam. Defense of 
what? Certainly not of the United states. 
As for defense of an Ideology (If that is sup
posed to be the reason we are creating, abet
ting, or encouraging war there) an Ideology 
cannot be foisted on people by force of arms. 

What a hellishly dangerous game the 
United states Is playing. You must feel 
lonely now, but I believe yours Is the word 
of truth amid insanity. 

Sincerely yours , 

Senator WAYNE MoRSE, 
U.S . Senate, 
Washington, D .C . 

ODELL PRATHER. 

AUGUST 5, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : The apparently un
popular position taken by you during the 
Vietnam conflict of August 4, 1964, has com
pelled my husband and me to acknowledge 
our support of your pronouncement. 

Too many details have remained unex
plained and too many questions have gone 
unanswered to expect unconditional accept
ance of these recent events. The la.test af
fair in the Gull of Tonkin has taxed our 
sense of logic, to say the least, and we have 
uncomfortably discovered that simple blind 
faith Is no longer tenable. 

Your call for a moral renaissance may be 
Ignored by the consclousless, but for a few 
It remains an eternal hope. 

Very tJ:uly yours, 
MACLYN BARKUS. 

MAXWELL, N. MEx., 
August 8, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : Just a note to con
gratulate you on your recent speech in the 
Senate relative to Vietnam. Of course, your 
consistent opposition to the ofliclal policies 
pursued In the Vietnam area is to be lauded. 
It is unfortunate that more of our Congress
men do not see the light in this and other 
foreign areas-even though the administra
tion doesn't. 

FRANK BROOKSHmE. 

JULY 12, 1964. 
DEAR SENATOR MORSE : I am writing you to 

thank you for your viewpoint regarding Viet
nam. 

I would like to request that you discuss 
with the President the possibility of a peace
ful negotiation regarding Vietnam. 

I heard the assistant to the Secretary of 
State, Mr. Sullivan speak-as he put It in a 
sn.nctlmonous church gathering-regarding 
Vietnam, and might I remind you that after 
bearing him talk, that the facts were great
ly distorted. 

I am shocked to hear the discussions 
amongst oflicers and enlightened men regard
ing the situation and all statements In re
gards to war. 

I wish you would do all you ca.n possibly 
do for a better understanding of this vital 
situation. 

I remain, 
Thanking you, 

STEWART D . SMILEY. 

SANTA MONICA, CALIF., 
Au.gust 2, 1964. 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR Sm : Thank you for a voice of sanity 
among the pusillanimous during this Asian 
crisis. 

I pray that one strong man can make a 
majority. 

You are helping to preserve the fairness of 
our Nation 's name. in a time when It ls be
ing besmirched by many men in high places. 

Sincerely, 
M. KELLIN. 

NEW HAVEN, CONN., 
August 11, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: It was encouraging, 
indeed, to hear your voice, and that of Sen
ator GRUENING, raised against our dangerous 
policies and actions In Vietnam. The "move
ment to the right" of our administration 
Is alarming. It is a ' mighty contribution to 
our country to have a few voices like yours 
speaking out against the panic. 

Yours sincerely, 
RoBERT L. JACKSON, 

Associate P rofessor. 

AUGUST 5, 1964. 
DEAR SENATOR WAYNE MORSE : Thank you 

for your stand on the Vietnam crisis. I do 
not feel we should give carte blanche to the 
President so that the possibility of war ls 
alarmingly near. 

I urge for a cease fire-that the United 
Nations settle this crisis, and bring our Amer
ican boys back home. 

Sincerely, 
Mrs. H. MARTH. 

CHISHOLM, MINN., 
August 10 , 1964. 

Sena.tor WAYNE MORSE, 
Washington, D .C . 

DEAR SENATOR: I want to commend you on 
your stand on voting against the joint res
olution approving the President's action 
against North Vietnam. 

I am against this business of the Presi
dent dropping the bomb and then asking 
Congress If Its OK . 

We need more people like you In Con-
gress . 

Yours truly, 

Sena.tor w A YNE MORSE, 
U .S. Senate, 
Washington, D .C. 

LUDPIG REHISH. 

DEA.R SENATOR MORSE : Yours bas been the 
only sane voice coming over the TV out of 
Washington this last week. 

We completely support your stand on 
Vietnam and on the special Senate vote to 
give the Chief Executive a blank check on 
such an Important area of foreign policy. 

This country and the world would be a 
much safer and much better one to live In 
If in November 3, 1964, !! we could be voting 
for you for President and say Martin L. 
King as Vice President. 

Very sincerely, 
ESTER WILLISON. 
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AUGUST 9, 1964. 

DJ'!Alt SENATOR MORSE: It ls hard to believe 
that there were only two votea against that 
resolution on the war 1n Vietnam. The 1m
pl1ca.tions seem to me to be pretty frighten
ing-but even worse is the mindless accept
ance by the entire Senate when reason and 
morality would dlctate that there should 
have been an overwhelming vote against it. 

It appears that one must, then, congratu
late you on dolng what you should have done. 
Very odd. Congratulations. 

Mrs. VmGINIA RosEN. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

AUGUST 8, 1964. 

DEAR Sm: We wish to congratulate you on 
your courageous stand against the escala
tion of this useless and senseless war in 
South Vietnam, in an area not essential to 
the security of the United States. 

Yours respectfully, 
HELEN, SOL WEINGAST. 

CAMilRlDGE, MASS., 
August 9, 1964. 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MoRSE: When In some other 
age someone writes another "Profiles in 
Courage," I am quite sure that you will be 
included. Your lone vote In the Senate on 
the Gulf of Tonkin affair was just that. It 
gives hope to all who read present-day his
tory with their reason rather than with 
their emotions. Thank you, honorable sir, 
for your redemptive act. Your vote was not 
wasted. 

With admiration and respect, 
KENNETH DEP. HUGHES. 

CHJCAGO, ILL., 
AUg'USt 8, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR. MORSE: I wish to express my 
appreciation to you for your courageou.s and 
farseeing attitude toward the Vietnam Issue. 

It is fortunate that at least two Senators-
neither, alas, from Illlnols--have your wis
dom and greatness. 

Sincerely yours, 
J.H.LEVY. 

AUGUST 10, 1964. 
DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I support your prin

cipled stand in opposition to the recklesa 
bombing of North Vietnam and to the con
gressional resolution. You are not alone. 

Yours truly, 
LAWRENCE D. HOCHMAN. 

SAN MATEO, CALIP., 
August 8, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MOllSE, 
Senate Office Butlding, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Lately, I have been 
~ writing a lot of letters--all or them., I think, 

from what :Bruno Betelhelm calls the In
formed Heart (book). These have been to 
a wide variety or people, just to let them 
know what my thoughts have been, polltl
cally, on some action; or speech that was 
made. 

The one person I bave not written was you. 
I guess because 1n some ways you are my 
polltlcal alter ego and one doesn't usually 
write letters to onesel!. 

Anyway, I am very glad you are there doing 
what I think ought to be done, saying what 
needs to be said; I almost want to move to 
Oregon just to vote for you. 

I am a transplanted New Englander , h ere 
In California, best represented In the Senate 
by MORSE of Oregon. Thank you. 

S incerely, 
BAR.BARAD. STmTON. 

Rn.I.SBORO, N .H ., August 18, 1964. 
U .S. Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEA& Ma. SENATOR: My husband and I 
are very grateful to you for your courageous 
stand a.gatnst the undeclared war being car
ried on in Vietnam by the Johnson admin
istration. 

President Johnson Is making the mistake 
oj his ll!e by attempting to appease the 
warmongers. 

Sincerely yours, 
Mrs. ELBA CHASE NELSON. 

SHARON, MASS., August 19, 1964. 
DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I wo.nt you to know 

how much I appreciate your opposition to 
the resolution supporting our military Inter
vention In southeast Asia. 

I am pleased to report to you tho.t your ac
tion has had a considerable effect on many 
or the people I come In contact with. 

Your continuing efforts on behalf of our 
best lnterests and highest Ideals In the face 
of political pressure and "public opinion" 
has long been an inspiration to me. I am 
dellghted to discover I have been underesti
mating its effectiveness. 

Sincerely, 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

ALFRED J. KUTZIK. 

AUGUST 18, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MoRSE: I wholeheartedly 
support you and your position on Vietnam. 
My only regret Is there aren't more like 
you. 

Most sincerely, 

INDIANAPOLIS, IND. 

Senator MORSE, 
Th.e Capitol, 
Washington, D.C. 

NAOMI SISKIND. 

BRONX, N .Y., 
A119ust 8, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: You o.ie one of the 
bravest men In Congress. It takes courage 
to stand by the truth. Some day the world 
will know that you speak the truth. I am 
glad that you are In Congress. 

Yours truly, 
Dr. SAMUEL F!:JNSTEIN, 
ROBERT FEINSTEIN, 
SELMA FEINSTEIN, 

THERMAL, CALIP., 
AugU3t 7, 1964 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: We wanted to thank 
you for your courageous and forthright state
ment on the Vietnam situation. 

How can anyone escape the conclusions you 
have put forward? The proof ls that we find 
ourselves acting unilaterally and without 
al11es. This is the very kind of problem 
which the United Nations should be handling 
--0r there Is no hope for the world. 

We are doing nothing but getting In deep
er. That Is plain to be seen. 

Yours sincerely, 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Wa.!hfngton, D.C. 

RICHARD M. KELLER. 

DALLAS, TEx., 
August 9, 1964. 

Sm : I would llke to co=end your stand 
on the recent Vietnam Issue. As an ordinary 
citizen, subject to the whims of the news 
media, it Is impossible for me to gather 
enou gh in!ormatlon tor me to ascertain 
whether your stand was right or not (In my 
opinion ). From what I have read, I agree, 

Whether your stand was rie;_ht or wrong, I 
admire your courage in standmg u p for what 
you believe ls right. in the race of overwhelm
ing opinion to the contrary In your own 
party and in the Republican F'arty. 

Best regards, 
DAN CALDWELL. 

DETROIIT, MICH., 
A ~gust 11, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: ..... It you can 
keep your head when all about you are losing 
theirs and blaming It on you • • •"so goes 
Kipling's famous poem. 

WAYNE MORSE, genuine patriot or our land. 
you are not only a man, b~t will some day 
be looked upon as one of the few sane men 
in the world of today • • • if history ls per
mitted to continue. 

I n this situation I feel so helpless. What 
can I do to help? 

Keep fighting for what you know is right 
and our only salvation. 

Sincerely, 
Mrs. GENC>RA DOLLINGER. 

WILLOUGHBY, Omo. 
A1t£gust 11, 1964. 

The Honorable WAYNE MORSE, 
United States Senate, 
Washignton, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I am writing to ex
press my appreciation of your stand for 
a negotiated settlement IDL Vietnam and 
against the recent bombing or North Viet
nam. 

Psuedo patriotic jingoism appeals to the 
legions of the semicivlllzed but your cou
rageous action is In the true Interest or 
humanity. 

Sincerely yours, 
ALAN RHODES. 

NEW YORK. N.Y., 
A·ugust 10, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I am writing in sup
port of your stand on Vietn11m It ls heart
ening to know that in the ~~ake of political 
reaction and apathy, there are still those who 
cast their vote !or reason. 'Your stand has, 
from the beginning, demom1trated your in
tegrity and genuine concern for world peace. 
Thank you for seeking to end the brutal!ty 
and frustration o! the w:a.r in Vietnam. 
There are many or us who ii.re grateful. 

To Senator MORSE. 

EDWINA LIEB. 

TRllPOLI, Wm., 
A ·ugust 11, 1964. 

DEAR Sm: God bless you and I thank you 
for your voice on the southeast Asla strl!e. 

I am proud of you and the brave man from 
Alaska. 

Now what do you think is the best way 
to keep our Nation on thel path of honor 
and peace. 

I want to do what I can als·o. 
So I will tell you what I would do to 

make this Nation strong. I would lnvlte all 
the Idle, poor, practical, humble citizens In 
the help-needed category to seek out gifted, 
zealous workers to plo.n, design, build an 
American home for poor families. All would 
get the so.me hourly wage, i;rom the worker 
with university training to the worker with 
school or hard knocks experience. I would 
Invite every religion, society, union, Institu
tion, organization, political party, and above 
all the characters of ablll11y rusting away 
In solitude because society rubs them wrong. 
These people could It allo•ived the chance 
to solve their own problems. The lncentlvo 
would not be a material g1Lin but a moral 
one. This would draw the men of justice 
to the front. 
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The spirit of cooperation and equity that 

Wlllia.m Penn possessed, the compassion ot 
Abe Lincoln, and foresight of Daniel Boone. 

The same mental vision that taught 
Columbus and Newton and Switzer. These 
people a.re in this Nation right now avail
able, mostly idle, some bitter, some in des
pair. 

Their job is also here now. 
Build a home for spiritual, mental, a.nd 

physical health. 
This dwelling should be safer, lower priced, 

handler, healthier, a.nd more useful than 
a.ny dwelling ever . constructed. This home 
would provide ventilation, heating, water, 
llghting, and fire resistance In a. degree higher 
than any other home ever bullt. 

The effect on our own Nation would be a. 
proud surprise to all. To sa.y nothing of 
the effect on the whole world. 

The process of establlshing this manu
facturing unit would force a. boom of all 
trades for our good people now , looking for 
suitable enterprises to create jobs in de
pressed a.rea.s would have their answer. 
Most Important of all the mother in poor 
famlUes would be given her precious relief. 

Where and when shall I send you a de
scription of what I consider a home fit to 
live up to what I have just written about? 

Sincerely, 
Mr. a.nd Mrs. WILLIAM A. KURTH. 

[From the Far East Reporter] 
MAUD RussELu--SPEAKER ON THE FAR EAsT 

Miss Russell, a. native of Ca.llfornla., re
sided in China. from 1917 to 1943, spanning 
the beginning yea.rs of China's now matured 
a.nd victorious popular movements and In
cluding five of the wartime years In Fa.r West
ern provinces. 

Connected with the Young Women's Chris
tian Association of China. during those 26 
yea.rs, Miss Russell worked in many of the 
major cities of China., a.nd was thus actively 
related to the student, labor, women's, and 
other popular movements which have created 
the People's Republic of China. Her speak
ing and reading knowledge of the Chinese 
language gave particular help in understand
ing the meaning of social developments, na
tionalist feeling and reactions on Interna
tional issues. 

This quarter of a century of living and 
working in China. during years of momen
tous social ferment has given Miss Russell 
an understanding of the Asian peoples' now 
fast-growing struggle for freedom from 
feudallsm and colonialism and of the issues 
of their countries' relationships with the 
West. 

In the summer of 1959 Miss Russell made 
a. 3-month visit to China. In China she 
traveled from north to south, from east to 
west, coverlpg 10,000 mlles of urban and 
rural China. She spent time In 13 people's 
communes in 10 different provinces; she 
went to Manchuria to see the open coal pit 
a.t Fushun, the great steel complex at An
shan and the industrial city of Shenyang 
(Mukden); she attended court sessions In 
four cities; she was in the homes of and 
talked with capitalists in five cities; visited 
neighborhood (block) committee organiza
tions, factories , national minorities universi
ties, workers' clubs, sanltoria and resort 
homes. prisons, nurseries, kindergartens, 
YWCA's, historical spots, recreation areas, 
docks in two ports (Shanghai a.nd Tanku> 
noting the foreign ships (no American) that 
carry on trade with China. She enjoyed 
movies, theater, opera, public parks, shops; 
attended the opening session of the national 
congress, attended (as probably the only' 
American) the great semiannual Commodity 
Exports Trade Fair in Canton where hun
dreds of foreign traders gather to do busi
ness wlth China, and saw the May Day pa
rade and celebrations in Peking. Through
out the whole time ln China she spent hours 

and days and traveled with her old friends
new people in new China. 

Miss Russell functions as a citizen deter
mined to make use of the insights and con
victions thus gained to help build among 
her fellow citizens an appreciation of the 
relationship between their well-being and 
our country's Far Eastern pollcy. 

Miss Russel's Itinerary has taken her to 
half of the States, speaking in cities, towns, 
and rural areas to varied organizations, 
forums, picnics, rallies, discussion groups, 
home gatherings, and churches. This work, 
as publisher and speaker on the Far East, 
ls peculiarly timely as Asian developments 
and our Government's Far Eastern policy In
creasingly affect the well-being of the Amer
ican people. 

WEST GLACIER, MONT., 
August 7, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Washington, D.O. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : I wish to express to 
you my respect and moot profound apprecia
tion for your defense of world peace and 
simple honest decency in our foreign rela
tions. Though we may have to endure in 
sorrow and shame to result of the failure 
of so many who must know in their hearts 
that you are right, yet will not support your 
effort, your courage and high principle a.re 
the more outstanding, a spark or honor in 
a time of dark and Inglorious submission to 
the worst Influences in our Nation. I have 
a wife a.nd five children on whose behalf I 
also thank you, come what may. 

Gratefully and respectfully, 
HAROLD RIDENOUR. 

SPOKANE, WASH., 
August 7, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MoRSE . 
DEAR Sm: I want to commend you and 

thank you for the stand you took on the 
resolution that Congress passed, unanimous
ly with the exception of your vote, approving 
the action of the President in his retaliatory 
strike against Vietnamese supply depots and 
defense Installations. As I see it, the North 
Vietnamese were deliberately provoked by 
our spying jet overfiights, patrol of their 
coastline, and as the Vietnamese sa.y, bomb
ing of villages to retaliate. 

The military industrial complex with their 
hate propaganda has brainwashed the 
American people to such an extent that 
President Johnson feels that he has to outdo 
GOLDWATER In order to be reelected. I feel 
that Supreme Court Justice William 0 . 
Douglas ls right when he says that the United 
States seems to be approaching an "era. of 
arrogance" when the world needs tolerance 
and understanding. 

I was going to vote for the reelection of 
President Johnson because of hls stand on 
clvll rights, medics.re, and many other pro
gressive measures, now I ca.n't vote for him 
even as the lesser of two evils. My vote 
wlll merely be a protest vote. I have always 
thought of Sena.tor MAGNUSON as one of our 
better Senators. Senator JACKSON I have al
ways considered as a "warmonger." Both 
voted for the resolution. I can't vote for 
JACKSON a.nd his Republican opponent ls no 
better, so there ls another protest vote. 

Durlng the period you have been in Wash
ington, D.C., you have served without fear 
or favor. It's encouraging to have someone 
In the Nation's Ca.pita! who I feel repre
sents my thinking. Again, thank you. 

Yours very truly, 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

HARDY RoWBERG. 

PACIFICA, CALlF., 
August 4, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I wish to express the 
thanks of me and my wife and my children, 

not only for your courageous statements of 
conscience over the past 24 hours, as our 
Involvement in southeast Asia. grew suddenly 
so much darker, but !or the courage you 
have shown through the past months and 
years in placing truth above power. You 
have helped us all, I feel, Incalculably, to 
keep our consciences clear, no matter what 
more perllous conditions may ensue. It is 
my feellng that you have become a great 
American. 

Yours, 
HOWARD EDMINSTER. 

AMHERST, MAss ., 
August 9, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.O. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I support your posi
tion on the Vietnam resolution, and I respect 
your willingness to stand almost alone on 
this matter. 

I have had occasion to sit In on a few of 
the meetings of the World Assembly of 
Youth, now meeting here at the University 
of Massachusetts. Delegates and observers 
from more than 100 countries are present 
and, for the most part, are frankly opposed to 
U.S. military action in Vietnam. They favor 
deml11tarlzatlon, along with U.N. supervision, 
and return to the guarantees of the 1954 
Geneva agreement. I wish that our Senate 
might have the opportunity, as I have had, 
to sample articulate foreign opinion. 

Wlth best wishes, 
Sincerely yours, 

DEAN A. ALLEN. 

PITTSBURGH, PA ., 
August 9, 1964. 

Senator w A YNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MOBSE: The performance of 
the Senate and the House this week In en
dorsing President Johnson's act of vengeance 
and unctuous presumption that guilt Is all 
on one side will long stand as a low point in 
American legislative history. I congratulate 
you on your courage in fighting for peace 
and reason. 

Sooner or later we must sit down and 
negotiate or else we will all be destroyed in 
a nuclear war. Thank you again. 

Sincerely yours, 
LINCOLN WOLFENSTEN'. 

OAKLAND, CALIF., 
August 6, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I am so pleased with 
your position opposing the use of planes to 
attack North Vietnam. It ls unbellevable 
that such devastation should be considered 
necessary for an "attack" of PT boats on U.S. 
destroyers which are already threatening 
North Vietnam's sovereignty. Please keep up 
the opposition. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

Mr. B. EPSTEIN. 

AUGUST 10, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Congratulations on 
your recent statements concerning our ac
tions in Vietnam. It is heartening to have 
one or two voices speaking out In an election 
year saying we are wrong and pointing out 
that sticking to a mistake is no virtue. 

Sincerely, 
OLrVE HOOGENBOOM. 

FAIRFIELD, CONN., 
August 11, 1964 . 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MoRsE: Even though you 
were speaking to an empty Senate Chamber, 

' 
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to the Senators• eveerlastlng shame, on the 
question ot war and peace, the American 
people were Ustening. 

Please keep up the good work in speaking 
out tor peace. You are like a sane voice tn 
a world gone mad. 

People everywhere are looking to you to 
keep ho!stlng the banner !or peace. You 
may have more support than you think. 

Sincerely yours, 
RITA CHILDS. 

SAN FRANCISCO. CALIP., 
August 10, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR Sm: We commend a11d support your 
vote against the resolution backing Presi
dent Johnson's Vietnam policy. 

Although Sena.tor AIKEN feels we should 
all "support the President. whether he :Ls 
right or wrong," we feel this premise to be 
basically opposed to the democratic system, 
and wUl continue to speak out ourselves, and 
support those few who have the courage to 
oppose the majority. 

Thank you so much. 
JAY WENK 
IRENE WENK. 

WINTER P ARK, FLA., 
August 10, 1964. 

DEA.II SENATOR MORSE : We. together with all 
the decent and peace loving people of the 
world stand in deep admiration of your 
courage and sincerity In regarda-.to your 
stand In the Vietnam situation. 

Yours sincerely, 
Mr. and Mrs. M . SUNDSTROM. 

SANTA MONICA, CALIF., 
August 8, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MoasE, 
Washington, D.C. 

HONORABLE Sm: Perm1t me to express my 
admiration of the courageous stand you took 
re the resolution endorsing the Government 
action In the South Vietnam alfalr. 

Sincerely, 
ZACHARY SAGAL, M.D. 

Los ANGELES, CALIP~ 
August 8, 1964. 

Senator w A YNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEA!! SENATOR MORSE : I applaud your vote 
tor truth against the President's predated 
declaration of war. 

JOSEPH MAIZLISH. 

WANAQUE, N.J ., 
August 10, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Your vote against 
the continuation o! war on part of United 
States In Vietnam has earned you the r&
spect and appreciation of all thinking 
Americans. 

It the host!lltles cease In that area., your 
name w111 go down In history as one who 
gave the young generation a lease on life and 
an opportunity to grow and mature. 

Anythlng I can do to help further your 
cause--you can count on my cooperation. 

Many blessings on you. 
Sincerely, 

Mrs. A. BRENNER. 

SANTA MONICA, CALIP., 
August 7, 1964. 

Senator PIERRE SALINGER, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

MY DEAR MR. SENATOR: I want to con
gratulate you upon becoming a Senator for 
the State of California. 

AB your first act. I would like to urge you 
to speak up for peace--not through military 
a.ct!ons such as thooe our Government baa 
engaged In during the last week-but !or 

real peacef'ul actions, whlch means !ct: nego
tiations of all situa.1Jlona that oo.n lead to 
we.r. 

There ls no doubt that our entering into 
mlllta.ry actions In North Vietnam will call 
for retaliatory actions from Ohina a.nd the 
Soviet Unlcm. Sena.tor Moas11: In h!s speeches 
has made clear that the responsibility fot: 
the next world war w111 be upon our should
ers. It Is stlll not too late to cease fire and 
to conduct negotiations through the United 
Nations. All Amerioan.s will be grateful to 
you 1! you speak out for such negotiations 
and not for military actions. 

Respectfully yours, 
TINA L. TOM.ASH. 

Copy to Senator WAYNE MORSE. 

SANTA MONICA, CALIP., 
August 7, 1964. 

Senator WILLIAM FULBRIGHT, 
Chairman, Fore-iqn Relations Committee, 
Washington, D.C. 

MY DEAR MR. SENATOR : I am ala.rmed at 
the moot recent developments In Vietnam. 
Our military action In North Vietnam !.8 
bound to Involve China and the Soviet Union, 
as they have ste.ted In all thelr recent 
speeches. How can our country face the 
responslb!l!ty of starting a third world war
this time undoubtedly a. nuclefll' war where 
there ca.n be no victors? 

I urge you, as head of the Foreign Relations 
Committee of the Senate, to use your office 
to work for a cessation of all mll!tary activity 
in southeast Asta, and to bring these In· 
flammatory matters to reasonable negotia
tions which can be conducted under the 
guidance of the United Nat1011B. 

Respectively yours, 
TINA L. TOM.ASH. 

Copy to Senator WAYNE MORSE. 

McPHERSON, KANs., 
August 8, 1964. 

Sena.tor WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR. SENATOR MORSE: I don't believe In 
eulogies because I think we should say the 
good things we feel a.bout people to them 
while they a.re a.live. I feel th.ls ls the only 
time these words would be worth anything. 
It ls for this reason I am writing you. I just 
wanted to sa.y that your actions, past and 
present, in the Senate make me proud to be 
an American. If America. still has Senators 
like you and Senator GRUENING who are will
ing to stand against an overwhelming ma
jority and vote against the Vietnam resolu
tion, I feel we stlll h ave hope. It Is really 
scary to me how our Senators and Repr&
sentatives are eager and w11llng to take a 
step that would take us closer to nuclear war. 
The most terrifying thing about this was the 
fa.ct that none of these Senators or Congress
men were even willing to listen to any ar
guments against the measure. You could 
have talked !or 2 weeks and still none of 
your colleagues would have probably changed 
their vote. 

I was privileged to visit the Senate wblle It 
was In session la.st November and I happened 
to hear you answering some of your critics 
concerning the foreign aid blll that was be
fore you at that time. During your speech, 
you said the Senate was no longer a discus
sion or debating group because Senators 
came to the Senate to vote and not to listen. 
Th1s fa.ct ls becoming more and more obvious 
and It ls truly sad. All I can say ls that I 
hope the Senate gets more WAYNE MoRSES. 

Respectfully yours, 
DEAN KAUFFMAN. 

P.S.-If you !eel you might have real trou
ble getting reelected when your term ends, 
I might even consider moving to Oregon In 
time to vote for you. In the meantime, do 
you have any relatives slmlla.r to you In 
Kansas who would m ake a. good Senator. We 
could use some. 

Los ANGEI.Ea, CALIF., 
Au.gust 8, 1964. 

Hon. WAYNE MOB.SI!, 
Senate OjJlce Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAK Sl!KATOB. MOME: The cr18!a In vJei.. 
nam, I think, has never really been presented 
clearly to the American people. Many poople 
I speak with are wllllng to go along with 
whatever ls asked of them as long as it Is 
phrased In terms of the "cold war." Le.at 
week a radio newscast began with the asser
tion "Yank S'hlps patrol Red coast looking 
!or Communist belligerence." In the con
text of all of thls confusion lt ls reassuring 
to know that someone In Wa.sh!ngton has 
the oourage to dissent. Untll the Ca.Be ls 
ma.de more meaningful for the average cltJ
zen It 1s gOOd to know that someone such 
as yoursel! ls protecting our Interests. I 
hope that you will continue in th!s role for 
ma.ny yee.rs to oome. 

Best wishes, 
KENNl:TH S. CoHEN. 

NEW YoRX, N.Y . 
DEAR SENATOR MORsE: We are proud of 

you-proud of the principled stand you took 
In the Senate on the Vietnam Issue. Your 
words lend heart to all who know the folly 
of war. Keep up the ~nderful work. 

Sincerely, 
HELEN and JOSEPH ElsNER. 

Senator WAYNE MoasE, 
Senate Office Buitding, 
Washington, D.C. 

AUGUST 12, 1964. 

DEAR Sm: My heartfelt thanks Is extended 
to you and Senator GRUENING for your votes 
against giving President Johnson "predated 
declaration of war power." 

I have followed closely your views on the 
South Vietnam "clv11 war" and find us sub
stantially In agreement. I agree that the 
U .N. ls the place to attempt settlement of 
this we.r. I can only foresee another Korea 
with similar results ti our present pollcy con
tinues. We cannot possibly hope to win a 
llm!ted war in any part o! Asia.. All we w111 
succeed in accomplishing is the cruel death 
of inany young American boys for naught. 

It appears to me that we Invite Incidents 
such as occurred In the Gulf of Tonkin by 
deploying our Armed Forces on the very edge 
of Communist oountries throughout the 
world. I'm sure that Communist Chinese 
des troyers patrolling in Delaware Bay, 13 
miles olf shore would provoke us Into attack
ing them_ 

What right have we to attempt to stop the 
Communists from supplying arms to one fac
tion In the South Vietnam civil war when we 
supply arms and even troops to the other 
side? Let's be honest-with dictators l!ke 
Nguyen :Khanh and his predecessors, who 
wouldn't revolt? 

May I again co=end you on your stand, 
not only on thls particular incident, but on 
your foreign pol!cy bel!efs In generaL 

Sincerely yours, 
ELDEN T. BOOTHE. 

ANNANDALE, VA. 

ARCATA, CALIF., 
August 7, 1964. 

Senator PIERRE SALINGER, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

DE.All MR. SALINGER: I have Ji1st read the 
article in the August 1964 Issue of the 
Progressive by Senator WAYNE MoRSE on his 
prqposal to turn the entire problem of Viet
nam over to the United Nations. I believe 
h!s analysis to be very clear and logical, and 
that we have been not only undermining the 
U.N. ltselt by our "go-It-alone" pollcy, but 
are persisting In a policy which can easily 
escalate Into a full-scale war. 

I urge you to read Senator MORSE'S article. 
But more urgently, I hope that you will use 
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your important influence In the Senate to 
have the entire matter of Vietnam to be 
turned over to the United Nations, as pro
vided under article 37 of the U.N. Charter. 

Sincerely yours, 
DONALD COAN, 

SANTA MONICA, CALIF., 
August 9, 1964 . 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Washington, D .C. 

MY DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I wish you to 
know that I deeply admire the stand you 
have taken with regard to our involvement 
In South Vietnam. I do hope this can sink 
deeply into the hearts and minds of our 
people so that this wholesale slaughter will 
cease and a peaceful settlement achieved. 

To a courageous voice. 
Sincerely yours, 

Mrs. G. ALsTADT. 

HOU.YWOOD, CALIF., 
August 12, 1964. 

DEA!! SENATOR MORSE: I want to thank you 
on the behalf of California peace groups for 
stands you have been taking in favor of 
nuclear disarmament and clvU rights . I urge 
you to do what you can t o press for removal 
of U.S. troops from Vietnam. 

Also, on Jun~ 30, President Johnson pro
posed a blll favoring the use of nuclear 
weapons by our West German allles. I think 
this ls a very d angerous move and urge you 
to press for open hearings and debate against 
such a bill .~-

MARTIN MEAD. 

COVINA, CllLD'., 
August 8, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MoRSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
WasMngton, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: My daughter and I 
were fortunate enough to be in the gallery 
when you spoke on the Vietnam crisis yester
day. 

We want to express our admiration for the 
courage, candor, and logic which character
ized your statement. 

Very sincerely and respec,tfully, 
J ANET AUSTIN. 
NANCY AUSTIN. 

NEW YORK, N.Y., 
August 5, 1964. 

Senator w A YNE MORSE, 
The Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

MY DEAR Sm: Hearing the two sides of the 
situation in Vietnam, yours and the Presi
dent's-in effect, that ls all there are I am 
more lncllned to agree with you. 

I run deeply troubled about the whole sit
uation and would be pleased if you expanded 
your views regarding the position of the two 
American destroyers, as enunciated on the 
CBS-TV program tonight, August 5, at 7 :30 
p .m. eastern daylight time. 

I would also like to commend you on the 
Isolated position, unfortunately, which you 
are taking regarding Vietnam and the whole 
of southeast Asia. 

Thank you , 
STANLEY ROSENBERG. 

NEW YORK, N.Y., 
August 6, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
U .S. Senate, Washington, D .C. 

DEAR Sm: Having heard you speak on tele
vision last night, and h aving pust read the 
very brief account of your speech in the New 
York Times, I want to thank you most sin
cerely !or speaking out so clearly in this 
moment of crisis. I am sure there are many 
people like myself who are very worried and 
d oubtful about this war, so t ar from our 
shores, ln a country where, apparently, there 
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ls not much support from the population tor 
"our" side. 

The President's hasty action, which, as 
Harry Schwartz o! the New York Times point
ed out ln a televised discussion last night, 
was !ar stronger than could have been ex
pected from the provocation, seems terrify
ingly close to aggression. Certainly if, as 
you say, the U.S. ships were supporting a 
raid by the South Vietnamese on North Viet
nam islands, lt was a natural reaction on 
their side. In any case, no one doubts the 
ability of the United States to overpower 
North Vietnam, so this proves nothing not 
already recognized. Anyhow, the threats 
and the admitted actions of South Vietnam 
against the North recently, together with 
the fact that, although the United States In
sisted we would not go that far, neverthe
less U .S. funds, weapons, and advisers are 
virtually carrying on the war; and we can 
hardly be held guiltless of the South Vietna
mese attackS. 

It Is far from a simple situation, and cer
tainly It ls not one the United States should 
try to resolve un!laterally. Your insistence 
that a ll grievances should be referred to the 
U.N. ls the one light 1n the darkness. Mean
time thank you !or your efforts to deny the 
President carte blanche to make undeclared 
war until the U.N. has hact Its say and the 
Congress has openly concluded that such a 
drastic step was necessary. 

I would appreciate a copy of the whole 
speech it possible. 

Very truly yours, 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
U .S. Senate, 
Washin gton, D .C. 

l SABELE MANES 
Mrs. Max Manes. 

SAVANNAH, GA., 
August 12, 1964 . 

DEAR SENATOR: I was so glad to hear you 
speak out In favor of the isolationist position 
as regards slaughter of American boys in an
other useless undeclared war 8,000 m!les 
away. Isolationism ls strong-almost 
unanimous, ln the South. Isolationists are 
a lso against the unconstitutional conscript 
law. They are not to be confused with 
pacifists-who are a bunch of phonies. I 
have never heard of one opposing the un
Amerlcan conscript law. A father in this 
county has erected a stone over the grave of 
his rs-year-old boy with the following epi
taph: "Murdered In Korea by Washington 
politicians." 

You are on firm ground on your Isolation
ist stand. George Washington was an arch
isolatlon!st, and we see today the wisdom of 
his warning about "entangling alliances," 
since we are entangled all over the globe 
with the assurance that we will be involved 
In any war, anywhere in the world, no matter 
how nonsensical. I do not believe the Com
munists would be in this hemisphere today 
had we not been meddling all over the world, 
as the Monroe Doctrine prob.lbiting med
dllng by European powers in this hemi
sphere, by the same token did not anticipate 
our meddling in Europe (and Asia's) busi
ness. They did not even think it necessary to 
specify we were not to meddle, as they had 
no idea Americans would put up with it, or 
furnish the cannon-fodder to lmplllment the 
meddllng. 

Never forget this : Every American Presi
dent from George Washington to Wilson was 
an isolationist. Ninety-nine percent of the 
people were isolationists. Woodrow Wllson 
ran on an isolationist ticket ("He kept us out 
of war"). He realized he could not get 
elected otherwise. After we had had a taste 
ot a useless foreign war we went back to 
19olatlonism and an almost unknown nomi
nee won on account of his party's !solat!on
ism. Roosevelt ran as an !solat!onlst for 

Vice President on the Cox ticket, claimlng 
to be against the League of Nations, and we 
remained Isolationist. We had a neutrality 
law and a cash-and-carry law whereby war
r ing powers would haul their own ammuni
tion purchased in the United States. There 
were not any U.S. vessels in world trouble 
spots, etc., but of course Roosevelt paid little 
attention to the wishes of the people, and 
although he had said "I promise you fathers 
and mothers agayne and agayne and agayne 
your sons will not be sent to foreign wars." 
The pollticlans knew that the people were 
aga1nst the useless slaughter of their sons In 
Asia tic hell-holes, but the poll tlcian had to 
pretenc! to be Isolationist in order to get 
elected. Then, as did Wilson and Roosevelt, 
they proceeded to involve us in useless wars. 
Mrs. Roosevelt was said to be 100-percent 
pacifist, but there was no greater shouter for 
war than she. Remember the bitter tears 
shared by pacifists when Roosevelt's con
script law, p assed in peacetime by only l 
vote? 

As this country seems destined to return 
to constitutional government, I believe It 
will abandon the un-Amerlcan and uncon
stitutional conscript law. The news media 
reports both Greek and Turkish forces are 
equipped with American planes. We usually 
furnish both sides. 

Enforce Monroe Doctrine. Protect our 
country. 

Best wishes. 
Sincerely, 

To the EnrToR, 

M. RUSSELL. 

J AMAICA, N.Y., 
August 8, 1964. 

New York Herald Tribune, 
N ew York. 

DEAR Sm: With great interest we read the 
report of your correspondent Mr. Laurence 
Barrett "Viet Girds for blow from North" on 
page 5 of your edition of the 6th instance. 

We were really perplexed to read in col
umn 4: "The U.S. Embassy announced that 
members of the American civilian commun
ity in Saigon were being asked not to con
gregate in groups on streets, to avoid crowds, 
to travel in pairs and to stay home after 
dark." 

For years we have been told that the Viet
namese people want our help and that we are 
there to "protect Democracy"! Any think
ing reader must have second thoughts and 
Senator W. MoRsE's, Democrat, :n·om Oregon, 
recent speech in the U.S. Senate only justifies 
the suspicions one has had all the time about 
our real motives in southeast Asla. 

Thanking you for the attention you are 
giving this matter and hoping to read from 
you, 

Sincerely yours, 
Mr. and Mrs. E. M. POLLACK. 

AUGUST 11 , 1964. 
Senator Wayne Mor se, Senator Gruening, and 

Other Senators Who Wi!Z R ead, Wash
ington, D.C. 

GENTLEMEN: I am writing because of the 
dangerous situation in Vietnam and the ter
rible devastation we visited on North Viet
nam, because of her "unprovoked attack" 
on our ships. The enclosed article should 
be read very carefully, not quickly. 

You will notice that our CIA signed a 
mult!m!lllon-dollar contract to airlift guer
rlllas and saboteurs In North Vietnam. The 
aircraft carried no Identification marks. One 
unit sabotaged the water system in Dong 
Ho!, SO miles north of the 17th parallel. 
Fourteen spy commando groups have been 
arrested In North Vietnam. 

Does President JohnSOn honestly think 
North Vietnam ls gu!lty of aggression when 
they fight back after all these attacks behind 
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their lines? I don't understand our ethics. 
Surely, there was provocation. 

Premier Khanh hB.11 been saying that he 
would carry the war into North Vietnam 
whether we llked It or not. Haven't we the 
backbone to stop him? Put him in Jail, U 
necessary, until the war Is over, so he can't 
take us into world war three. 

I! only Congress and the people would get 
to know what we have been doing in North 
Vietnam, I am sure they would show more 
willingness to take the matter to the U.N. or 
else negotiate. 

Respectfully, 
Mrs. W. ALBRECHT. 

PLEASANTVILLE, N.Y., 
.August 11, 1964. 

Hon. WAYNE MoRSE, 
Se11ate Office Buiuti11g, 
Washington, D.C. 

MY DEAR SENATOR MORSE : Thank you !or 
your Illuminating article in the Progressive 
and for your courage and stead!astpess in 
speaking out against the resolution over
whelmingly passed by Congress. 

I deplore the pollcy of our admlnlstratlon 
In Vietnam and it Is men llke you who en
courage us to do what we can to stop thlll 
senseless drl!t toward war. 

Sincerely, 
CYNTHIA BODEN. 

PHILADELPHIA, PA ., 
August 11, 1964. 

Sena tor WAYNl!: MORSE, 
Senate Office Butlding, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : I want to congratu
late you on your courageous stand against 
the entire body or Congress when you voted 
against further involvement 1n Vietnam. 

It looks like your senatorial colleagues are 
not interested in the truth as It really exists. 
Are not the !acts available to them as they 
are to you? 

Are we so uncertain or ourselves, llke 
gawky adolescents, that we must flex our 
muscles at the slightest provocation, regard
less or the peril to which the entire world 
may be subjected? 

Do you think there Is any hope that we 
shall ever grow up to be a truly clvlllzed Na
tion before we are blotted out forever? 

Sincerely yours, 
MAY 0 . MASTRONARDO. 

BoUUlER, COLO., 
August 10, 1964 . 

Sentaor WAYNE MoRsE, 
Senate Office Bui.ding, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : Please accept the 
gratitude or one citizen who appreciates your 
courageous voice ln Congress. Your position 
on Vietnam stood out as one who raises some 
question about our whole posture ln that 
area. ThlB contrasts so vividly with the un
fortunate Jingoism many or our Na tion's 
leaders are apt to succumb to. 

Sincerely, 

Senato WAYNE MORSE. 

Mrs. JEAN GORE. 

SAVANNAH, GA., 
August 10, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR: I! there Is a future history, 
It will record that you were rtght ln your 
views on Vietnam and on your recent vote. 

Yours la a lonely position ln Wasblngton, 
but not 80 lonely ln the Nation where par
ents are human beings and are concerned 
with their children's future. 

By the way, did you find time during the 
long filibuster on clvll rights to read the book 
I sent you? Did you surprise you? 

Actually the title shouldn't seem so "fun
ny" to you now. 

Sincerely, 
ABRAM EISENMAN. 

AVGVST 7, 1964. 
DEAR SENATOR Moass: I would l1ke to thank 

you !or taking llUch a courageous stand 
against the war ln Vletam. 

The American people do not stand :flnnly 
behlnd the Immoral and Inhuman war we are 
waging In southeast Asta. We appreciate 
your refusal to be railroaded by the Johnson 
admlnlstratlon. 

Thank you. 
LAVRIE KAHN. 

OAKLAND, CALIF. 

SEPULVEDA, CALIF., 
August 8, 1964. 

The Honorable Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: This ls just a short 
note to congratulate you on your recent 
stand a.bout Vietnam. I a.dmlre your cour
age to say what Is right on this, as well as on 
other Issues regardless o! their popularity. 

America needs more men or your caliber 
ln national politics. 

Please keep It up, and remember, you are 
not alone. 

Very sincerely yours, 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
U .S. Senate Buildi ng, 
Washington, D .C. 

E . A. PHn.IPP, M.D. 

POMONA, CALD'. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : My family and I 
would like !or you to know how deeply 
moved we were by your courageous denunci
ation or our Vietnam misadventures. Yours 
was the sole voice or sanity and Christian 
conscience. 

How typical of you to expose yourself to 
overt criticism by the apologists, !arrlght
lsts, and other cultists. No doubt your office 
ls Inundated by lntrlclt letters. But, !or 
those who have not forsaken logic, your 
clear, calm voice was the one measure of 
sanity in the deluge of ridiculous and chau
mlnlstlc, wobbly t ype press releases and re
porting. 

How severely history w1ll judge our ac
tions, and how terribly true your every word 
has been. 

God love you, we look on you as a.n old 
a nd dear friend. 

The SIBGRIS FAMll.Y. 

AVGVST 11, 1964. 
Hon . Sena.tor WAYNE MORSE, 
Washington, D .C. 

YOVR HONOR : Myna.me ls John c. Hansen. 
I'm a respectful American citizen and a tax
payer. My hobby ls polltlca----local, national, 
and foreign. I saw your honor on TV where 
you made a statement about giving the Pres
ident the rtght to send American boys to 
Vietnam without declaration or war and 
where your honor voted against giving the 
President the power. I give your honor 100 
percent right. We got struck over llke 
that when Truman was President. What did 
he do? He sent American boys to Korea 
without declaring war and listening to the 
U.N. What we got out or that was not an 
Inch. So many thousands dead and crip
pled. I tell your honor the truth. I don't be
lieve In the U.N. To me It ls communistic 
and I don't believe In foreign aid. You can't 
buy friends with money. Look what they 
are doing to the United States. The other 
day when they bad a meet ing in the Security 
CouncU a.bout Viet nam, what did Poland 
and Yugoslavia do. They supported Russia 
and Tito got over $2 million from the United 
States and 80 did Gromlko and we st111 
give them some more. I don't see no sense 
In that. I know my two Senators, they 
voted against the foreign aid bill. I know 
Senator ALLEN ELLENDER, Democrat, or Lou
isiana, ls deadly against It. So your honor, 

here you got my opinion. Keep up the good 
work. 

Sincerely yours, 
JOHN C. HANSEN. 

AVGVST 10, 1964. 
DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Just a line to let 

you know that you have my support regard
ing your position on further United States 
Involvement In southeast Asia conftlct. 

Respectfully, 
Mrs. GLORIA SCHEK. 

WEST ALEXANDRIA, OHIO, 
August 8, 1964. 

Hon. WAYNE MoRsE, 
Hon. ERNEST ORVENINO, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR Sms : I write to express my deep ap
preciation !or your courageous stand against 
the resolution giving the President !ree-ror
all power In southeast Asia and !or your 
attempts to awaken the American people to 
the grim deadend which our national dedi
cation to a m1lltary "solution" there Is get
ting us Into. 

I! a shift toward negotiated settlement 
comes, your stand will have been crucial. 
My heartiest thanks to you both. 

Sincerely, 
Pastor DALE AlJKERMAN. 

UNIVERSITY O:F MISSOVRI AT 
KANSAS CrrY, 

Kansas City, Mo., August 7, 1964. 
Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
U .S. Senate, 
Washington, D .C . 

DEAR SENATOR: Your stand on the south
east Asia affair has been statesmanlike and 
I wish to thank you for it. I regret that 
others did not join you. The United Na
tions bas recommended a program of action 
that Is workable a.nd In the interest of world 
peace. 

Sincerely, 
J. R . HODGES, 

D epartment of Economics. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D .C. 

AVGVST 12, 1964. 

Honorable Sir: I agree with your declara
tions concerning the U.S. aggressive policy 
toward North Vietnam In the Oul! or Ton
kin. What are our gunboats doiL~ in a small 
gulf which Is 9,000 miles from our shores? 
They pose a threat to a nation with whom we 
are not at war. They have established a 12-
mile-zone limit which, 1! we wanted peace, 
we would roopect. But, the United States 
hBB let It be known that they do not recog
nize a- 12-mtle Umlt, only a 3-mile limit, 
causing friction Immediately. This alone 
ls openly hostile . The report that the PT 
boats attacked without provocation just 
seems to be a hollow report, as no small na
tion would not deliberately fire on a warship 
with big armament and belonging to a world 
power. I! Russian warships were 12 miles 
from our shores they would be In a legal 
zone and In Int ernational waters the same 
as U.S. warships In the Gulf or Tonkin. We 
could not do nothing about It. Once more, 
get out or southeast Asia. 

Truly yours, 

Mr. WAYNE MORSE, 
Senator from Oregon, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

GERHARD ULRICH. 

SoNOMA, CALI.I'., 
August 8, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : Let me thank you 
!or your stand against the "free hand In 
Vietnam" resolution given President John
son. 
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There can be no principle, national or In

ternational, that justlfies the death of one 
American, or even one Vietnamese In south
east Asia. 

Sincerely, 
RAUL COREY. 

BEVERLY RILLS, OALll"., 
August 10, 1964. 

The Honorable WAYNE MORSE, 
U .S. Senate, 
Washtngton, D .C. 

Sm: I want you to know that I , among 
many of my friends, appreciate the stand 
that you and Senator ERNEST GRUENING took 
on the recent North Vietnam Incident. 

Sincerely yours, 

Hon. WAYNE MoRSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washingtcm, D.C. 

JACK HAMPTON, 

GARY, IND ., 
August 10, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I am full of admira
tion and gratitude for your courage and 
statesmanship as displayed in opposing the 
President's request for advance approval of 
acts that could lead to war In southeast 
Asia. Although you had only Senator 
GRUENING and Representative SILER at your 
side, you spoke louder than the chorus of 
sheep In both Houses. I am thankful to 
you for so consl.lltently holding the demo
cratic course. I hope your constituents con
tinue to show their good sense by returning 
you to your seat In the Senate when you 
must run again. 

I am afraid that GOLDWATER'S views on for
eign affairs wlll tempt the President to adopt 
an opportunistic me-toolsm In reverse to 
show the Nation that he ls Just as ready as 
hls opponent to get tough internationally. 
In domestic matters, too, It seems to me, a 
rightward shift ls possible. If the bad guy 
ls bad enough, the good guy can afford to be 
a little less good without risking more than 
some annoyance of hls followers . 

Very sincerely yours, 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Bu£lding, 
Washtngtcm, D .C. 

CARLL. KAHN. 

AUGUST 5, 1964. 

DEAR Sm: May I pralse your position on the 
Vietnam crlsls. Perhaps you might make 
a more complete statement with regard to 
your position-also to advise us how to 
proceed. 

Thank you. 
Sincerely, 

ELINOR MARION. 

SACRAMENTO, CALIF. 
DEAR Sm: I want to thank you !or speak

ing out agal.nst the "predated declaration 
of war." As with Truman's war maybe no 
declaration by Congress ever will be made. 
I am not for GOLDWATER, but I can see why 
some people like his seeming !rankness. 

Again , thank you. 

Sena.tor WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Bui lding, 
Washington, D .C. 

Mrs. K . NICHOLS. 

NAPA, CALIF., 
A u gust 12, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: My husband and I 
would Jlke to commend you on your recent 
protest against the resolution backing Presi
dent Johnson's actions in southeast Asia. 

To us it appears that President Johnson 
ls attempt ing to undermine Sena.tor GOLD· 
WATER'S criticisms by taking action which ls 
the opposite o! the responsible control our 
country should demonstrate; thus the Presi
dent ls doing what, as yet, GOLDWATER merely 
proposes. Expediency In the defense of free
dom ls no virtue. 

We also believe that by concurring with 
the resolution moet Sena.tors ignored their 
respons!b1llty to insure their constituents a 
responsible representation In congress. If it 
is true that many Senators belleved the ac
tion dangerous and unethical but voted in 
support of it because they believed the voters 
supported the attack, then the Senators' ob
ligation ls that o! education. 

We sincerely hope that you are correct In 
stating that a .cloakroom vote would have 
been difl'.erent from the public vote; how
ever such deception, such a lack o! courage 
a.n.d honesty 1s even more deplorable than 
opportunism. How far can lawmakers go In 
their quest !or power without losing the 
Integrity of the entire country? How far can 
they go without gambling the peace of the 
entire world? 

The Senators• !allure to be concerned with 
the rights o! their constituents ls also il
lustrated by their apparent unconcern In giv
ing the President the power to wage war 
without the apP,roval of the people. We ap
preciate your warning of thls mlsuse of au
thority. The framers o! the constitution did 
not, o! course, envision mid-20th century In
sidious engagement in war, the use o! 
euphemisms In place o! overt declarations o! 
w_a.r. A thoughtful study should be ma.de to 
resolve the discrepancy between the COnstlu
tlonal definition of war and the realities o! 
present day international politics. 

We congratulate you on your heroic stand. 
Sincerely yours, 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washingtcm, D.C. 

DoROTHY A. KOGL. 

AUGUST 12, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : I would like to con
gratulate you on your courageous stand In 
opposition to President Johnson In the re
cent events in North Vietnam. It seems that 
all the other Congressmen sheeplike fol
lowed their leader, and would continue to 
follow him, even lf he decided to lead them 
over a cllfl'.. Congratulations on your Inde
pendent thinking and outspokenness. Your 
outspoken criticism may yet awaken the 
American people from their profound Ig
norance which has been Induced by a captive 
press. 

I'm sure that the whole world admires 
your stand. 

Very truly yours, 
JOAN MATHEWS. 

ARLINGTON, MASS., 
Au.gust 10, 1964. 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : May I send you 
hearty thanks for the stand which you have 
taken 1n the recent discussions on Vietnam? 
We need more like you to ask what business 
we had to be In the Gul! of Tonkin in the 
first place. 

You may be a voice crying In the wilder
ness, but please don't stop. 

I suppose you have seen the enclosed, and 
I hope you got a chuckle out of it. 

Sincerely, 
Mrs. CHESTER G . A. ZUCKER. 

CARPENTER, Miss., 
August 9, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Washtngtcm, D .C. ' 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : I go along with your 
decision to vote "nay" on the President's 
stand In southeast Asia. I think you are 
a very good Senator. I would like to have 
an autographed photo o! yourself and a 
Senate pen set. 

Thanking you for your time and consid
eration, I am, 

Sincerely yours, 
RAY PRICE, Jr. 

STATEN lsLAND, N.Y~ 
August 11, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE. 
DEAR SENATOR.: I wish to compliment you 

on your courage to vote against Korea IL 
I also agree to cut off foreign aid. 
I am a merchant seaman and see how little 

lt helps the average· citizen, lf at all. 
'It takes courage to vote against the vote

hungry herd. 
Sincerely, 

ANTHONY SMOLENSKI. 

WASHINGTON, D.C., 
August 7, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I want to thank you 
for your efforts and vote against the folly o! 
the present United States policy In shoving 
the country Into war In Indochina and very 
possibly with China itsel!. 

As you have pointed out all along the 
Navy, Air Force, CIA, and Defense Depe.rtment 
planners have been determined to bring us 
Into a full shooting war against North Viet
nam. Now, by t!lllng Tonkin Bay with the 
U .S. Navy they have managed their "Incident" 
and the super ftagwavers gather to cheer. 

Oregon and the whole country can be 
proud of you. You w1ll go down In history 
as a Inan of sense and vision. 

Sincerely, 
ANN D. MCNALLY. 

Htrn;TER HEIDE, (U) HOLLAND, 
August 10, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Washington, D .C . 

DEAR Ma. SENATOR: Although I have dis
agreed (sharply) with your too severe criti
cism o! President Sukarno, especially after 
Mr. Robert F . Kennedy did a splendid job 
in bringing United States-Indonesia rela
tions to the brink or normalcy, I am ex
tremely proud, indeed, that you disagreed 
with U.S. policy In South Vietnam. 
And that you expressed your dl.sagreement 
1n your Senate vote. Here, you are entirely 
correct and history will prove you were. 

I am on my way to Cyprus, India, South 
Vietnam and Malaysia, after which I will 
begin a tour of China and spend some time 
In Peiping on assignment for the Associated 
Press of America. Upon return, I would be 
most happy to come to your office and relay 
some of my experiences In the Far East, 
firsthand, to you sir. As it stands now, I 
am afraid, our policies tend to promote the 
spread of communism, not curtail It, as we 
would llke to see. 

Respectfully yours, 
WILLEM L. 0LTMANS. 

Sena tor WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washtngton, D.C. 

BOSTON, MAss .. 
August 11, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : I wholehea rtedly 
endorse all you say about the war In Indo
china. 

Unjust, unjustified , and unpopular wars 
have, among their consequences, the effect 
o! poisoning the polltical atmosphere at 
home, arousing antlllbertarlan and Jingoistic 
feellngs . The Algerian war, whatever else 
it did, effectively destroyed democratic insti
tutions within France. Only because De 
Gaulle outsmarted the army was France 
saved from military fascism. 

Walter Lippmann pointed out sensibly the 
other day that we do not need to be present 
on the ground In order to be a dominant 
power In southeast Asia. Our Navy and Air 
Force make It possible !or us to keep the 
Chinese out, lf we so chooee, without the 
Joss of a single foot soldier. 

The Chinese have never been popular 1n 
southeast Asia; but before we get through 
they a.re very likely to be popular. 

Sincerely yours, 
JOHN HOLT. 
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JAMAICA, N.Y., 

Augtut 10, 1964. 
The Honorable Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .O. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Enclosed a copy of 
our letter to the Herald Tribune; ot course 
we do not know It they are golng to publish 
It, but we want to Jet you know how much 
we appreciate your recent speech in the U.S. 
Senate: you were outstanding In every respect 
and 1! they call you maverick It's for a 
good reason. You have definitely shown 
courage in these crucial times and have our 
admiration. 

With best wishes and klndest regards. 
Sincerely yours, 

Mr. and Mrs. E. M . POLLACK. 

Senator w. MORSE. 

SANTA ROSA, CALIF., 
August 17, 1964 

DEAR Sm: Mllllons ot us are with you 
against the sacriflce ot our men and our 
taxes in Vietnam. 

We have too much in need to be done in our 
own country to restore the dignity of our 
people as it befits a democracy and a good ex
ample of the world. 

God bless you. 
Mrs. F. JAY .. 

Los ALAMOS, N. MEX., 
August 19, 1964 . 

Senator WAYNE L. MORSE, 
Senate Building, 
Washington, D .a. 

DEAR Sm: I appreciate your stand on the 
Vietnam situation. It ls easy tor the Amer
ican people to forget what the law of the 
land demands. 

Have just returned from our vacation In 
Portland, Oreg. Family members, friends, 
and acquaintances all supported your stand. 

Sincerely, 
DARREL K. BURNS. 

PERRYOPOLIS, PA. 
Mr. MORSE: For quite a few years I have 

kept tab on the way our Senators and Con
gressmen have voted and performed and I 
want to congratulate you for belng the best 
ot our present crop. 

It Is a shame that I cannot vote for you 
and help you as you seem to have more good 
commonsense than any of the rest and I 
want to thank you. 

Respect, 
ALBERT KRAUSE. 

PuGET SOUND BANK Bun.DING, 
Tacoma, Washington. 

Democratic members of Senate Foreign Re
lations Committee: 

Following is a copy of letter to Walter s. 
Mack, Esq .. chairman of National Commit
tee of Republicans and Independents for 
Johnson, Inc.: 

"DEAR MR. MACK: I would be tickled to 
death to join your organization and make a 
substantial contribution it It were not for 
one thing: President J6hnson has astounded 
me by indicating that he Is ready to go as 
far as or further than GOLDWATER in Vietnam. 
Ir necessary to promote and maintain 'free
dom' there, he would take us Into a nu
clear war. That is one Issue that over
shadows everything else, ln my opinion, for 
it could result In the destruction of our form 
of government, our system of free enter
prise, and even the human race. 

"If this tweedledee and tweedledum con
tlmtes, I might publicly urge people in this 
State to abstain from voting for President 
as a protest against utter lrresponsiblllty. 
Attached Is a clipping covering my views 
on Vietnam. 

"I am tremendously impressed by your re
cord as presented by the New York Herald 

I 

Tribune f July 22, 1964. I am a former 
Republlcll.Il, now an Independent, a disil
lusioned veteran of World War I, active for 
45 years for world Jaw and order via the 
League of Nations, World Court, and the 
United !j[ations, and 1963 chairman of the 
Washingi(<>n State Bar Association Commit
tee, World Peace Through Law." 

REX S. ROUDEBUSH. 
[From t e Tacoma (Wash.) News Tribune, 

Aug. 13, 1964) 
PROTESTS U.S . ACTION 

To the E:o1Toa: 
I have 1sent a telegram to President John

son in title following form: 
"The Hlan for us to go to war, 1! neces

sary, ag9"lnst the north half of the smallest 
weakest country in Asia to secure peace is 
altogethe~ new and novel in world history; 
it is also new as a necessary means for main
taining ciur national prestige. It would be 
Jlke a St. Bernard dog attacking a mouse so 
as to avoiid the appearance of cowardice. 

"In ev1~ry one of the Jlberated countries, 
there will!, undoubtedly, be revolutions for 
generatlc•ns, as in South America. For any
one to t;alk about esta\:>Jlsblng stable con
ditions 1J1 these countries while exploitation 
is stm IIL progress and while the people are 
illiterate and without experience in self
governm1~nt would appear to me to be chil
!sh nonsense. 

" I earmestly suggest that your administra
tion ho9estly support your solemn declara
tions fo·r the promotion ot world peace, 
that we stop bypassing the U.N., and that 
we allow the !nberen t weaknesses of com
m unlsm to continue without interference 
from wal' in order that communism may col
lapse in due time. 

"To fear communism In peacetime shows a 
Jack of confidence in free enterprlse--the 
best system ever developed--a system which 
bas been. weakened only by our stupid par
tlclpatlo:n in two world wars, both carried 
on by o r side In the name of freedom." 

Senator WAYNE MoRSE. 

REX S . ROUDEBUSH. 

AUSTIN, TEX., 
August 10, 1964. 

DEAR Sim: With great satisfaction I Jlstened 
to your radio pronouncement about the re
cent insistence in Vietnam and your vote 
against 1!my warl!ke undertakings. 

I would like to thank you personally !or 
your colrrage. The English press was very 
skeptical! about the whole affair and Implied, 
that probably the 65-mlle limit was not 
exactly k:ept. 

Thank. you again. 
Yours truly, 

ELSE SHAW. 

MOUNT VERNON, Mo., 
August 10, 1964 . 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : We thank you for 
your great courage in standing almost alone 
In your lllght against United States interven
tion in Sleuth Vietnam. We were greatly d!s
appoln~.d when others who bad Jent some 
support in former days, turned, under great 
pressure , no doubt, and supported the war 
leaders. It is with great apprehension that 
we see 1 his thing stepped up and moving 
nearer to world holocaust. Please keep up 
your courage. Thousands of American people 
know t~1at you and Senator GRUENING are 
right at1d we hope that you keep up the 
good WOlrk. 

Slf.Lcerely yours, 
'ffr· and Mrs. STEPHEN B. CRUMPLEY. 

BROOKSVILLE, MAINE, 
August 9, 1964. 

DEAR jSENATOR MORSE: Once again I wish 
to comn end you for refusing to approve of 
the resolution to step up the Vietnam war. 

I hope you wlll run for President. I want 
to be able to vote for someone I really be
lieve in. 

Sincerely yours, 
MARTIN R. HAASE. 

BREWSTER, N.Y., 
August 10, 1964. 

Hon. WAYNE L . MORSE, 
U.S . Senate, 
Senate Office Build.fag, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : This ls to reiterate 
my appreciation of your courageous stand 
re Vietnam, which I expressed ln a "porn" 
on August 5. 

The wire, it you recall It, read : "Wannest 
gratitude for sane and courageous condem
nation of United States provocative action 
toward North Vietnam." 

This was a purely personal message, but 
I can wen imagine that others. too, associ
ated with our work for World Federal Gov
ernment, would have agreed. 

Thank you, too, most warmly, for pointing 
out so forcibly the unconstitutionality which 
many feel marks the resolution. It seems to 
me to bypa~r attempt to bypass-one of 
our most important safeguards, I.e. the 
power of Congress alone to declare war 
• • • I should be thankful it you would 
send me the whole speech as soon as pos
sible. 

Aga.ln, with fervent thanks for all you do 
against a war which some reckless men would 
appear to court. 

Sincerely, 
Miss TRACY D. MYGATT. 

PERHAM, MINN., 
August 8, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MoasE, 
Washington, D .a. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I want to write this 
Jetter to let you know there are many people 
who congratulate you for the stand you have 
taken on foreign affairs. We certainly are 
the villains In many places. I thlnk there 
are other Senators who feel as you do, but 
who haven't the spunk to stand up for what 
is right. Senator HUMPHREY 1s a "yes man" 
and afraid he would lose vote6 i! he stood up 
for righteousness. He will probably Jose 
votes in the next world; which may not be 
too far off, the way we are going. There are 
scarcely 10 percent o! us who belleve in 
human rights for all people; but I think we 
w!ll be rewarded in the next world. 

I wrote an article about 5 years ago, trying 
to wake up people up to the fact we have 
to change our ways in foreign a.tralrs; you 
got one copy from me. "What Do We Fear?" 
is the title of It . We should never be in Viet
nam. That Is an internal affair, people 
struggling for existence against those who 
have exploited them; and only the few have 
a.II the money. We won't Jet people have a 
free hand to speak and vote for what they 
believe in. Instead we train the money
grabbers to mu.!tarlze so as not to let the 
poor people come lnto power; just because 
they bel!eve a socla.Ustlc government is much 
better than what they have. Even when 
they are elected, our money is spent to build 
up the opposition to m111tarize, and not let 
them take office-as in South America-or 
else have them killed llke Lumumba ln 
Africa, by supporting those who oppose 
communism. In the Lord's eyes, I think we 
are doing wrong. 

Up to now I have voted for HUMPHREY, but 
they have gone so far from the pa.th Roose
velt took. I cannot find any President to vote 
for. We need men like yourself or Senator 
FULBRIGHT who dare to stand up !or the 
right, even if it means losing votes. We 
have so thoroughly propagandized the Amer
ican people that they are bllnd to what we 
are doing to other distressed nations, who 
a.re trying to better themselves as we did 

) 
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when America. started. I wonder bow we 
would have liked it if other nations had come 
over here and helped the other side to keep 
us from having a change. 

Well, we have one thing they cannot take 
from us; it ls a mind of our own, a.nd the 
ability to stand up for righteousness, regard
less of the consequences. 

Thank you ve1·y much . 

Senator W" YNE MonsE, 
Washington, D.C. 

R. E. NELSON. 

Tur.IA, TEX., 
August 9, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR: I am glad you are awake as 
to what is going on in South Vietnam. This 
cold war hoax should be stopped. This has 
been a phony all along. 

The very idea of our boys being killed over 
there for nothing at all. This ls ignorant 
Johnson politics. It will take the election 
of Senator GOLDWATER as President to put 
an end to this damn foolishness. 

What are they doing about this com
munism that is taking over and In the saddle 
here now? 

You are the Senator qualified to expose 
this South Vietnam rot. 

Yours truly, 
GRADY BRIGGS, -

SPOKANE, WASH., 
Aug1ist 9, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: The shocking events 
of the past week emphasize the urgent need 
for new legislation to reestablish the control 
of the Congress over the power to wage war. 

When one trigger happy commander, re
sponding to a real or imagined attack on the 
high seas, can bring the world to, or over the 
brink of war, the Congress ls not exercising 
its constitutional responslbillty. As you 
pointed out, when the Congress passes a reso
lution affirming the decisions previously 
ta.ken by a destroyer commander, the Secre
tary of Defense a.nd the National Security 
Council, it is a mere post facto rubber stamp. 
A dangerous precedent has been established 
under the guise of national unity in the time 
of crisis. 

The dictatorial powers of an American 
President to touch off a nuclear holocaust are 
no less dangerous to the continued existence 
of humanity than were the dictatorial pow
ers conferred on Hitler after the Relchstag 
fire or than those exercised by Tojo when 
he ordered the attack on Pearl Harbor which 
almost ser ves as a model for the attack or
dered last week on the North Vietnam Navy. 
Whlle we may admire and trust a Lyndon 
Johnson, would we want to see these powers 
in the hands of a Barry Goldwater or a Joe 
McCarthy? 

Obviously the power and speed of the nu
clear era, coupled with the modern custom 
of attacking first and asking for the endorse
ment of the Congress later has injected a 
new factor in foreign relations. At the time 
of the Cuban crisis and a.gain ln the attack 
on North Vietnam, the world has been de
pendent on the good judgment and self-con
trol of the Communist rulers of Europe and 
Asia for the preservation of clv111zatlon. Had 
the situation been reversed would American 
public opinion have permitted us to Ignore 
such a challenge? 

Another new element has emerged In the 
field of foreign relations since the creation of 
the Central I ntelligence Agency, and its en
try into the underworld of espionage and in
trigue. The United States has become in
volved In underhanded diplomacy and Inter
ference In the affairs of sovereign nations to 
an extent previously unknown In this coun
try. In many cases their activities appear to 
serve the Roman Catholic helrarchy and the 

international financial world rather than the 
Interests of the American people. 

These two serious d evelopments-the 
transfer of the wa.rmaking power to t he 
executive branch a.nd the tra.n.s!er of the 
conduct of forelg.n pollcy to the CIA call for 
new legislation and an investigation of these 
dangerous and unconstitutional seizures of 
power. Your coura,geous and almost single
handed fight against these f orces ls a great 
responsibillty and a great burden, but at 
least it ls not as frustrating as the role of 
those wb.o have no forum from which to 
"view with alarm." 

I belleve that I can be of help to you in 
meeting this responsib111ty which your posi
tion and your conscience have placed on you. 
Our views of foreign policy coincide and my 
experience In mlllta.ry affairs, mllitary intel
ligence and the m111tary attitude can com
plement your experiences. 

After 10 yea.rs of service as a reserve officer, 
I entered on active duty in January 1941, and 
ln the fall of that year I graduated from the 
Army's Command and General Staff College 
at Fort Leavenworth. I served as an intel
ligence officer on the staffs of Gen. Carl 
Spaatz, Lt. Gen. James Doolittle and Gen. 
Nathan Twining at Headquarters of the 
Northwest African A1r Forces, Northwest 
African Strategic Air Forces, a.nd 15th A1r 
Force. In addition to 5 yea.rs of active mlli
tary service I spent 12 years as a civilla.n em
ployee of the Federal Government working 
as an auditor, accountant, and Investigator. 
I have had an almost lifelong interest in 
foreign affairs. My degree ls in psychology 
which has also given me some Insight into 
the almost psychopathic development of for
eign policy. I have some thoughts on legis
lation which I will outllne briefiy. 

For the Congress to fulfill its obllgatlons 
as the representatives of the people in the 
!a.st-moving crises of the nuclear age, it needs 
some means of keeping in touch with the 
day-to-day developments throughout the 
world in the diplomatic world. Members of 
Congress cannot spend their time watching 
the developments and they cannot rely on the 
briefings or handouts from the executive 
branch. There ls a need for either a Ila.Ison 
branch or an Intelligence branch which ls 
answerable to the Congress rather than to 
the executive, if the Congress ls to be 
sufficiently informed to perform its func
tions. 

Perhaps a department similar to the Comp
troller General's department to check into 
the political and conspiratorlal activities of 
the Foreign Service agencies is needed to give 
the people control over their role in world 
affairs. Our Government's activities in 
Guatemala, Cuba, Vietnam, and Laos, as well 
as In many less publlclzed places around the 
world seem to bear no relationship to the real 
needs of America or to the principles of 
liberty, equallty, and justice which inspired 
our forefathers. 

The increasing strength of the Communist 
n ations of the world has created a new situa
tion In which world affairs a.re no longer 
the exclusive business of the financial and 
commercial Interests of the country. When 
the future of humanity itself is in the bal
ance It is not right that the people, through 
their elected representatives do not exercise 
effective control over the agencies which are 
using the power of America to attempt to 
maintain the status quo In countries where 
it no longer represents the will of the people. 
I belleve that the time has come for a fa.r
reachlng investigation to determine the true 
functions of the Department of State, and to 
make It an Instrument of the aspirations, 
principles, and future welfare of this coun
try , rather than a safe refuge for the upper 
classes. 

There ls certainly no more urgent task than 
the development of a foreign pollcy which 
will maintain peace with justice and prog-

ress. The Congress has a vital part to play 
in helping to formulate that policy. It can
not do that successfu lly unless it has a staff 
or an agency which can provide it with the 
information which it needs in order to ad
vise the Chief Executive. A watchdog agency 
could perform a vital task in preventing the 
use of t h e power of the United States to ad
vance the interests of minority groups at the 
peril of the whole Nation. 

There ls no lobby working for the interests 
'of the faceless mass of the people and we can
not expect a lobby to prepare the legislation 
for such an Investigation. This is a job for a 
public-spirited statesman like yourself. I 
will be happy to do whatever I can but I can 
do little by mysef. If there ls some way in 
which I can serve on the staff of the Foreign 
Relations Committee or on your staff to work 
on the plans for an investigation of the 
forces lntluenclng American foreign policy 
my experience as an Investigator can be uti
ltzed to bring out the !acts as to why our 
foreign poltcy has strayed so far from the 
principles on w'hlch this country was 
founded . The present crisis and the previous 
crises In Cuba and Lebanon and in the Congo 
should be adequate reason for the Senate to 
take a searching look at foreign pollcy and 
why wars can be started without a declara
tion, in advance, by the Congress. 

I sincerely hope that you will be able to 
suggest a way in which I can be of service to 
the country and to you. 

Yours very truly, 
WILBERT H. RIGGS. 

BELLINGHAM, WASH. 
Hon. Senator WAYNE MORSE. 

Sm: Re the last 3 lines "All Viet, etc." 
I make a guess there a.re 75 mllllon and 
myself have said "amen" to this . How right 
you are. Another thing, these 75M people are 
against these moon shots; foolish; $156.4-0 of 
my taxes each year goes for this foollshness. 
What we going to do with the moon when we 
get there? And It's going to cost many lives 
first. And too, how come we are not fighting 
in Cyprus. We seem to be in all the fights 
around the world. 

I wish you "rots of ruck" always. 
J .S. 

CONGRESS GIVES OK TO AOI'ION TAKEN BY 
L .B.J. 

WASHINGTON.--Congress voted overwhelm
ing approval today of the resolution back
ing President J ohnson's actions in the south
east Asian crisis. 

First the House, on a 414-to-O roll call, and 
then the Senate adopted the resolution in a. 
display to the world of bipartlsa.n unity be
hind Johnson's firm milltary response to at
tacks by Co=unist North Vietnamese on 
U.S. warships. 

In the Senate, there were protests against 
the resolution from Senators WAYNE MORSE, 
Democrat, of Oregon, and ERNEsT GRUENING, 
Democrat, of Alaska. 

MORSE sa.ld It was giving Johnson "blanket 
authority to wage war." GRUENING argued, 
as did MORSE, that "all Vietnam ls not worth 
the life of a single American boy." 

SANTA CRUZ, CALIF., 
A~ust 12, 1964 . 

Hon. WAYNE MOR.SE, 
U.S . Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR Sm: I wish to commend you for the 
oourageous stand you have taken on the 
Vietnam situaton. Today there are very 
powerful forces seeking to embroll us in war. 
With the exception of American lives lost 
in the Spanish War, World Wars I and II, 
most of us Americans know not what the 
hor rors of war really are for we have never 
had a bomb drop on American soil. Power
ful forces who stand to gain financially are 
whoop ing up the people Into hysteria. 
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They call it patriotism. They know that 
millions of Americans are llke sheep, easlly 
led to belleve the Iles put out by the paid 
propagandlsts over the radio, television, and 
the press. 

The " Mastera ot Deceit" today a.re the 
omcials of big business. principally those en
gaged in so-called defense work. The ad
visers to our President are mostly corpo
ration executives and m.ll1tary brass trom the 
Pentagon who have become stooges tor big 
business. While talk1ng peace with tongue 
in cheek they connive clandestinely, urging 
more and more money tor defense, which 
means more profits and higber salaries tor 
the profiteers. Educators are frowned upon 
as Presidential advisers tor they are au 
labeled without exception as fellow travel
ers, pinks, and even Communists. Edu
cators in high government service are 
anathema. Businessmen only are ca pable 
ot being advisers. They have the know-how, 
the abillty proven by successf\11 careers, and 
the accumUlation of wealth. 

We are constantly reminded by the Presi
dent and Government officia ls and the paid 
propagandl.eta that the free world and 
American interests must be protected by all 
means possible. With the exception ot a 
handful of wealthy tam1lles, their pollti
clans, and the milltary, which we always 
approve who are bribed by our Government 
and American corporations, what doea free
dom mea.n to the masses ot starving people 
in Latin America, Asia, Africa, the Near 
East-yes, even in the United S tates, the mll
llons ot unemployed, Negroes, Puerto Ricans, 
and many others? 

Protecting American interests? Our Presi
dent and Government officials keep re
peating that theme over and over but never 
elaborate on it. Why don 't our Govern
ment officials explain just what those inter
ests are? 11 they were ever told that to pr<>
tect American interests the world over ls to 
protect the investments or American oll 
corporations and the hundreds or all our 
large companies which h a ve established 
branches all over the world, just to take ad
vantage of cheap foreign labor-causing 
much unemployment in our own country
there would be less enthusiasm to protect 
those investmenta on the part of mllllons of 
us little people. American. British, Dutch. 
and Belgium interests (investments) are the 
greatest menace to world peace today. When 
American corporations go to a foreign coun
try lts aim ls profits. 

Nations which have been saved from the 
horrors of communism, save the pollticlans, 
the milltary brass and the few wealthy tam
llies, are the people any better off than they 
have ever been throughout the past century? 
With the exceptions of a few busine88 blocks 
with beautiful buildings and apartments 
which are used for wlndow dressing, the 
whole continent south of the U .S . border ls 
nothing but a mass of sh a mbles, misery, 
etarvatlon, disease, and llliteracy. 

The President of the Uni ted States, his 
advisers and most of our poli t icians who are 
stooges tor big businesses h a ve been urging 
a military blockade of Cuba. They have 
even threatened the so-called free world 
nations that 1! they do not do as we say, 
we WU1 refuse to do business with them, cut 
off all credit, refuse to buy their products, 
and will do business with only those nations 
which obey our demands. 

The plan le to starve 6 million CUbans un
til they submit to our d emand&-return to 
American investors the sugar plantations, 
01! properties, and all other Inves tments 
taken over by the Caetro regime. investment.a 
which have exploited to the llmlt the Cuban 
people for the past century. Our Govern
ment ofllcials and the vested interests want 
to bring back to Cuba the bright lights, the 
p.y life, gambling, pr06tltutlon, dope ped-

dlers, Ullteracy, and all the forces ot evil 
that existed prior to the takeover by Castro. 

We never miss an opportunity to tell our 
people the evlla o! a.thelsm and the godless
ness ot communism, but we, a great Christian 
nation and people, are doing the mo.st un
godly act by deliberately urging other Chr!s
tlan nations to starve 6 mlllion poor Inno
cent people so that we can once more satisfy 
the greed of big business. 

What 1t Castro should be overthrown and 
the Cuban exlles should take ov,pr? With 
their many dltrerences It would be a mess 
such as the world has never seen, much 
worse than Domlnlcan Republic, South K<>
rea, the Congo, Cyprus and the m any n a tions 
which we have helped set up, which today 
are in a worse mess than ever. 

People today all over the world are on 
the march. They want to work out their 
own problems in their own way without 
being exploited by American business. (The 
Communists call lt American Imperialism.) 

Since the ending ot war in Korea ln 1953, 
we have been on a cold war economy. We 
have had a period ot so-called prosperity 
since World War II, but look at the great 
number ot unemployed, and the dim outlook 
for mlillons of young men and women just 
coming into the labor market every year. 
Intensl!ylng the cold war does not seem to 
solve the problems ot our economy, so our 
American interests are bent on starting a 
hot war. They have no other solution. The 
Republicans have just nominated a little boy 
wonder who ls going to clean out the world 
ot communism. The "sheep" believe he le 
our only savior who wUl be able to solve all 
our economic problems. 

The young generation perhaps do not know 
that in the depression years ot the 1930's, mil
lions of unemployed were still being paid 
for leaning on shovels right up to the day 
before Pea.rl Harbor, December 7, 1941. If 
it had not been for World War II and since 
then the many billions poured into keeping 
the cold war going-with many millions 
employed directly and indirectly-we would 
still be in the 1930's depression. Ca n any
one deny thie statement? Unemployment 
figures tor past years in a so-called period 
ot prosperity prove lt. Our President.a. sur
rounded with business executives tor ad
visers, have no solution. Mr. GoLDWATES says 
private enterprise with less Government in
terference and less money spent by the 
Government WU1 solve all our problems. 

Perhaps lt woUld be a mighty fine Idea 1! 
we and the rest of the world took a look at 
the Scandinavian countries to see what 
makes them tick-three little nations with 
very Umited resources, Denmark, Norway, 
and Sweden, the only bright spot in the 
world ot "free nations." Their people live 
on a higher standard, their medica l n eeds 
are taken care of by the government, llllt
eracy ls practically nonexistent, no slums or 
people llving in shacks, very little u n em
ployed with crime insignificant compared 
with that in our own Nation. 

They do not threaten their neighbors or 
other nations, and threats from t h e outside 
are not serious. America n interests (In
vestments) Ahl that may be a sore spot, are 
nil. If all the n a tions in the world to6k a 
lesson from those three little nations and 
tried some o! their m ethods, we would have 
peace and more h a ppiness. It would grow 
and grow. Communism would be stopped 
dead on Its tracks. 

Should our U.S. Government instead of 
starving Cuba and other governments which 
our "interests" do not Uke, were to do the 
most Chrlstlanllke gesture by settin g up a 
Denmark in Cuba, a Norway In Vietna m, and 
a Sweden in the Congo, lt would not be long 
before the rest or the world would follow 
suit. This ls a challenge to Mr. GOLDWATER 
and Mr. Johnson and to all our politicians. 

Their choice 1s now limited. Creeping so
cialism, businessmen may call lt, but It is 
better than galloping communism or a third 
world war which wUl be the finale. 

Yours very truly, 

Senator w A YNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.a. 

J . REYNOLDS SOUSA. 

AUGUST 10, 1964. 

DEAB SENATO& MORSE: I wish to express my 
gratitude tor your courageous vote against 
the South Vietnam resolution. Once again 
you have demonstrated that lt ls possible for 
a man in public U!e to retain hls sanity. 

How can we stop this mad rush to out
goldwater GOLDWATER? 

Sincerely yours, 
FArrH BISSELL. 

P.8.-I enclo.se a clipping which merits 
the attention of your colleagues. 

WHrrE BACKLASH WOULD HAVE BEEN HANDY 
LoNG AGO 

The phrase white backlash has become 
popUlar during the civil rlghta movement. 
It appears that lt wlll become a permanent 
part of the vocabulary. 

Such a phraee has been sadly l~cklng for 
a long time. Its absence has resulted In 
much injustice. Because there has not been 
such a phrase, many persons have endured 
having their true motives and belle!s falsely 
labeled_ 

They have been wrongfully accused ot 
being racists, bigots, segregationists, and 
other things when they were simply white 
backlashing. 

An e.xample or this occurred just a few 
years ago in a fine North Shore suburb when 
a builder planned a housing development 
that would include some Negroes. 

By coincidence, the residents of the suburb 
promptly decided that the homesltes would 
be an excellent place !or a park so they 
voted to condemn the land. 

This resUlted in an outburst ot national 
publlclty, during which residents of the sub
urb were accused ot being prejudiced and ot 
fostering segregation. 

This surprised and embarrassed them be
cause most had long been fair and liberal 
and without prejudice In their conversations 
on racial matters. 

Some, in tact, even owned businesses, 
such as car washes and laundries, in which 
they willingly employed Negroes. 

Others owned buildings in Chicago that 
they gladly rented to Negroes, usually to 
capacity. 

But in the fact o! the ugly charges lt was 
difficult tor the suburanltee to explain their 
true pos!tlon because no matter what they 
said, some people dldn 't seem to under
stand. 

Today, Instead o! groping !or words about 
land values, community wishes, and such, 
they could elevate the whole Issue to the 
accepted term-blacklash-and everybody 
would understand. 

History ls full o! such cases of people being 
m a ligned. A few examples : ' 

Some time after World War I , a group o! 
50 prominent southern !armers were driving 
to a t allor shop to have some white sheets 
repa ired. They had holes in them. 

On the way, they were attacked by one 
elderly Negro who had apparently gone ber
serk because or tbe hea t. 

Whlle trying to calm the man, and to de
f end themselves against hls ferocious attack 
an accident occurred. The poor fellow be
came entangled in a rope, accidentally 
lashed himself to a high tree limb and 
hanged himllelf. 

Thoughtless persons promptly misunder
stood what had happened and began accu.s-



1964 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD - SENATE 20331 
ing the 50 men of terrible things. The spot
light of publicity even Intimidated the judge 
and jury and each man was fined $3.50 plus 
costs. 

Had it happened today, explanation would 
not have been necessary. The whole thing 
could have been labeled a backlash of sorts. 

Another case of misunderstanding involved 
a prominent deputy sheriff In one of the 
border States . 

The deputy was strolling, one evening, 
when he noticed that a big, ugly fly was 
about to settle on the head of a Negro, who 
was dozing on a porch. 

Because he hated flies and feared th at the 
m an would be Infected with m alaria or some
thing, the deputy whipped out his gun and 
tried to shoot it. 

Unfort una etly, the sho t wen t ast ray and 
fatally wounded the Negro. 

Once again, there was a hue and cry, de
spite the fact that 38 witnesses stepped for
ward to corroborate the deputy's account of 
the mishap. 

Because of the stigma tha t attached Itself 
to him, It wasn't until the next election that 
he was elected sheriff. 

Today, It would be immediately labeled as 
a type of backlash and all of the furor would 
be avoided. 

Cases of backlash can be found even prior 
to the Emancipation Proclamation, which 
touched off most of the current proble~ . 

In his autobiography, former slave Fred
erick Douglas wrote of hts boyhood and how 
he tried to learn to read. 

In the furtive manner of most slaves, 
he did it on the sneak and before long was 
making some pr~ess in reading words in hts 
textbook-the Bible. 

The sla.veowner discovered what was going 
on and became disturbed because he was a 
firm believer In the dangers of a little knowl
edge. It had been his expereince that slaves 
were better olI with no knowledge. 

Without realizing It, the slaveholder be
came one of the first known practitioners of 
backlash. 

He applied the lash 30 or 40 times to young 
Douglas' back. 

Unfortunately, Douglas dldtlt' get the mes
sage and continued in his bad ways, learning 
to read and a.II that. 

Such stubbornness persists today. 

MILL VALLEY, CALIF., 
August 5, 1964. 

Sena tor WAYNE MoasE. 
DEAR Sm; You are really performing a 

great service by enlightening people on Viet
nam. It Is too bad we do not have someone 
from California who will do the same. Be
cause of our "managed" news I rely on my 
short wave rad.lo to tell me what others 
really think of us and It Is a shock to realize 
that we are not well regarded in many cor
ers of the world becau se of such arrogant 
actions. 

All my fellow members of the Women's In
ternational League for Peace and Freedom 
agree with and applaud your stand. 

If you could send me at least one copy 
(but preferably two) I would be very grate
ful. 

Sincerely, 
Mrs. M . L. BEAGARIE. 

Sen ator WAYNE L . MORSE, 
Senate Offi ce Bui lding, 
Washington, D .C . 

AUGUST 6 , 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : I t Is heartening to 
find that your voice cont inues to ring loud 
and clear against our Involvement in the 
war In Vietnam. 

With best wishes, 
Sincerely yours, 

ANNE FLORANT. 
P .S .-If it Is available, I would like to re

ceive a copy of your remarks on the Presi
dent's message yesterday. 

AUGUST 6, 1964. 
Dl!!All Sm: Please forward a copy of your 

comments concerning Vietnam made in the 
Senate on the 5th of August. 

May I thank you In advance. 
Sincerely, 

SYLVAN G. FELDSTEIN. 

SANTA MONICA, CALIF., 
August 10, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MoRSE, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR: May I add my commenda
tion to those you have already received on 
your very courageous stand in the grave Viet
nam situation. Wish that we had more 
like you or at least more that would at least 
listen to you. 

Faithfully yours, 
JEANETTE ROSENFELD. 

NORTH ST. PAUL, MINN., 
August 11, 1964. 

Senator w. MORSE. 
DEAR Sm: I like your stand on policy re

garding the war in Vietnam. Have only felt 
it necessary to write my own Congressman so 
far. Only hope that you are able to keep up 
the good work. And I will continue to press 
!or an end to war in Vietnam here among 
our State Representatives in writing. 

Mrs. IRENE KUSEKHE. 

BURLINGTON, VT., 
August 10, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
U. s. Senate. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : I have delayed much 
too long in sending you a note to thank you 
for your representing the point of view of a 
few Americans at least. 

Is there any chance of a Morse-Fulbright 
ticket so that we can have a real choice In 
this campaign? 

You represent my views exactly, on do
mestic and foreign policy. Are we as few in 
numbers as it seems? 

Sincerely, 
HAROLD S. ScHULTZ. 

GABBS, NEV. , August 7, 1964. 
Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C . 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Congra tulations on 
your stand on the Vietnam crisis. I hope 
you get a good deal more support than I 
think you will. 

Sincerely yours, 
WILLIAM WELSH. 

CUMBERLAND HOSPITAL, 
Brooklyn, N .Y ., Au gus t 12, 1964. 

Senator MORSE, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR : May I commend you on 
your stand on the war In South Vietnam and 
your courage in sta nding firm against an 
overwhelming majority. 

Yours respectfully, 
HARLEY YERDCS, M.D. 

KANSAS CITY, Mo., 
August 12, 1964. 

Senat or WAYNE MORSE, OF OREGON, 
The Congress of the United States, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: This Is to tell you 
that I am very much In favor of the courage
ous stand which you recently took in the 
U.S. Senate In connection with our activities 
in southeast Asia. This Is a very complicated 
matter, and should be made objectively clear 
to all the American people. 

We seem to be following a double stand
ard-we impose our Ideas of what should be 
done via force , then counsel other nations 
to negotiate. This does not seem to be lead
ing the way to world peace, as we say we are. 

Respectfully, 
HELEN YARNELL. 

BANTA BARBARA°. CALIF., 
August 12, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MoasE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : I wan t to con
gratulate you on your vote against the North 
Vietnam venture. 

As I see It , there are three possibilities: 
1. Become more and more Involved In South 

Vietnam until we end up in some sort of a 
debacle llke the French d1d or, like we might 
have if we had stayed longer In Korea; 

2. Extricate ourselves from such a situation 
by the use of nuclear weapons, probably on 
Peiping, which in turn, would lead to God 
knows what; or 

3. Get out now while we s t ill have a chance. 
I hope you will keep on opposi~ this silly 

venture. 
Yours truly, 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
U .S. Senate, 
Washington, D .C. 

IRVING F . LAUCKS. 

DUPONT, IND. 

DEAR SENATOR MoRSE: I would like for you 
to know that I appreciate your courageous 
voice in the wilderness. Your recent stand 
on the Tonkin crisis Is further assurance 
that honesty and courage are not dead In 
America. Our best wishes. 

Very truly yours, 
J . A. PHILLIPS. 

MORGAN HILL, CALIF. , 
August 10, 1964. 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : Just a line to tell you 
how much I honor and respect you for your 
persistent, day in and day out, protestations 
against our madness tn South Vietnam. I 
am sure you have influenced great numbers 
of people. I know you are respected by al
most all of my friends . I! only we had many 
Senators who had your convictions, our Na
tion would not have lost the respect of so 
much of the world. 

Very sincerely, 
Mrs. MABEL S . BILLING. 

DENVER, COLO., 
August 11, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE; We wish to coxnmend 
you for voting against supporting the Presi 
dent in the southeast Asia situation. 

Your article on Vietnam in the A-ugust 
Issue of the Progressive is very worthwhile 
reading. 

We urge you to do all possible to get a full 
debate In the Senate on a concurrent reso
lution disapproving the agreemen t to per
xnlt NATO countries to share nuclear 
inforxnation. 

You are doing a magnificent job in telling 
the American people the truth . 

Sincerely yours, 
DoROTHY JACOB . 
ANN BEATTY. 
ELxzAllETH P . JOHNSON. 
SOPHIE GINSBURG . 

SAN DIEGO, CALIF., 
August 12, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MoasE, 
U .S. Senate, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : We want you to know 
that we deeply appreciate your speech for 
peace in Vietnam. 

War Is an unthinkable way of solving 
world problems and should be outlawed 
completely. 

With all the nuclear weapons available 
talking of war Is bad enough, but shoot ing 
of any kind ls a fright. 

We hope you wlll continue your eliorts 
for peace and we hope that President Jonn-
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110n will display the leadership townrd peace 
and not follow the Goldwater line of war 
and even atomic war. 

Than.It you again for your great word& 
and deeds. 

Sincerely, 
Mrs. SHIRLEY 1:'CHI7TRIN. 

DRYDEN: N.Y., 
A1tgust 11, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate OIJlce Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAJL SENATOR MoRsE: We would like to ex
presa our admiration for the speeches and 
statements you have been making tor the 
past several months In regard to southeast 
Asl&. The point of view you have been pre
senting makes more sense to us than any 
other, and the Information you have assem
bled haa been m0&t helpful In clnrl!ylng our 
own thoughts and In talking to others. 

Thank you very much. 
Sincerely yours, 

JOHN and MARTHA FERGER. 

BERKELEY. CALDI'~ 
August 10, 1964. 

DEAJL SENATOR Maass: Congratulatlon&-
you are apparently the only U.S. Senator 
p068e68lng Intelligence and Integrity. 
(There are still a few who admire such 
things.) We thoroughly agree with your 
courageous stand against wnr In Vietnam. 

Sincerely, 
RolllN McRAE. 

BERKELEY, CALIJI'., 
August 10, 1964. 

Senators MORSE and GRUENING: Mori! 
power to you both and bless your hearts for 
voting against the political warmongers. 

Thanks. 
BERNICE BRODE. 

INDIANAPOLIS, IND., 
.August 12, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MoasE, 
Washington, D.C. 

Dl!:AII SENATOR MORSE: We would llke to say 
that we agree wholeheartedly on your deci
sion not to provoke war In the Far East with 
the Chinese In Vietnam. 

Sincerely yours, 
THE CONGREGATION OJ' PEOPLES TEMPLE. 

SAN FRANCISCO, CALII'., 
August 7, 1964. 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I should like to 
register my strong support tor your courage
ous stand against U .S . aggression In south
east Asta. 

It 1s m0&t important for a person of high 
political omce to speak out for peaceful set
tlement when much of tbe population suc
cumbs to the war propaganda of the com
mercial news media and the war hawks In 
Government. 

Very truly yours, 
ARTHUR W. DrQUATTRO. 

ROCHESTER, N.Y., 
August 11, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Though I do not 
agree with your rather resolute stand against 
the current foreign aid bill, I laud you on 
your courage and perseverance In opposing 
the ad.ministration's policy In Vietnam, and I 
am confounded by the fa.ct that so few Amer
icans wlll admit that It ls hopeless to expect 
to win a shooting war there. There ls no 
doubt In my mind but what the President's 
action against North Vietnam has signaled 
the final last gasps of America's Ill-advised 
Intervention ln southeast Asia.. 

Respectfully, 
R. G . BUDDENHAGEN. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washingi~,D.C. 

MAMsON, WIS., 
August 11, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Yes. we agree with 
you on y9ur lone stand re Vietnam. It must 
be dlmcult with only a few timid voices 
echoing your words but there 1s an audience 
who listens a.nd respects your courage. 

SI cerely, 
Mr. and Mrs. 'I'll.ENT M . BRADY. 

CINCINNATI, OHIO, 
.August 9, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
U.S. Senate Office Buil<Ling, 
WashingJ!on,D.C . 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I write this note to 
commend! you for your firm stand on the 
Issue of the Vietnam crisis. Yours seems to 
be the only truly rational votce In the Senate 
on this E~ntlre Issue. 

Please know that there are many lndl
vtduals II~ Cincinnati sharing your point of 
view, a.net congratulating you tor your un
equivocal stand. 

Slttcerel y, 
LUCII.LE G. BLOCKSOM. 

Hon. WA 1rNE MORSE, 
Senate O/fice Building, 
Wasltington, D.C. 

BEATIUCE, NEDR., 
August 10, 1964. 

DEAR Sm< ATOil MonsE: It is encouraging tor 
the average citizen to know there are men In 
the U.S. Senate who believe that govern
ment should have a moral responslbUlty, and 
ls willing to exercise that belle!. 

I wl~h to commend you on the stand you 
took against the President's Far East resolu
tion whlc could plunge the whole world Into 
total war 

Sincerely, 
CHARLES SUTTON. 

DES MOINES, IOWA, 
August 8, 1964. 

Senator 'il7AYNE MORSE. 
DEAR ~la. MORSE: It was most gratifying 

to hear ot your vote against our being In 
Vietnam. 

If we ti.re truly fighting communism we 
would be1 helping the Cuban refugees In
stead of Eirresting them. 

It doesn't make sense, sending our boys 
thousand,s of miles from home to fight Com
munism and at the same time protecting 
Castro duba, and appeasing Khrushchev. 
These rld·ts show the need of cleaning up 
our own "pack yards 11 we are to receive the 
respect 01: the world. It ls time more people 
stood up for what 1s right. Thanks again 
and you make me proud, for your convic
tions. 

Sincerely, 
EDITH THOMAS. 

CONCERT NETWORK INC., 
Somerville, Mass. 

DEAR SJ!;NATOll MORSE: I am writing this 
brief not.1 to thank you tor voting accord
ing to your convictions In the recent reso
lution to give President Johnson a blank 
check fo1· handllng the Vietnam crisis. I 
recognize that being one of two against the 
rest of Coongress ls not an easy task. You 
may knO'F, however, that there are others 
who strongly support your view, tor one rea
son or an.other: A m a n whose letter to the 
Times WSLS published (he teaches at Rut
gers), a handful of pacifists who were 
brutally disbanded and arrested In New 
York, and. many others. 

One o! the most revealing articles printed 
on the Vietnam situation was published re
cently by the War Registers League, Bayard 
Rustin, d)Iector. If you have not read this 

report, I urge you to secure a copy tor your
sel!, and possibly your fellow Senators. 

With best wishes. 
GTate!ully, 

ART Sn.BERGELD. 

YONKERS, N.Y., 
August 10, 1964. 

Honorable WAYNE MORSE, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR Sm: Although I don't come from your 
State, I want to write to you to tell you that 
I believe your action In voting against the 
recent resolution supporting President 
Johnson In the Vietnam situation was a cour
ageous and right one. 

It ls too bad more Senators did not have 
your courage and Insight. 

As just an ordinary citizen, I am grateful 
to you for looking out for my Interests. 

Sincerely yours, 
Mrs. MARTHA SALANT. 

DAVIS, CALIJ'., 
August 11, 1964. 

DEAit SENATOR MORSE: Thank you for voting 
a.galnst the joint resolution to support the 
President's decision to authorize the U.S. 
forces In Vietnam to bomb North Vietnamese 
PT boats. 

My peTBonal feellng about the Vietnamese 
situation ls that the United States should 
withdraw completely Its forces and support, 
providing the governments of both North 
and South Vietnam would agree to neutral
ization under United Nations supervision. 
Even 11 such an agreement Is aotually Impos
sible It would seem preferable to me that we 
should withdraw our armed forces and m111-
tary aid, rather than become Involved grad
ually In a total confilct. I don't feel our 
"commitment" In South Vietnam has much 
real meaning; It Is a commitment to a gov
ernment that needs change, and by the South 
Vietnamese people themselves, without our 
military lnterterence . 

This country could be proud Indeed 11 a.II 
Its Senators and Representatives In Congress 
bad the courage to stand alone for what they 
really believe to be the right vote on each 
bill and resolution. 

Sincerely, 
CAROLYN DORN. 

WHEATON, ILL. , 
August 11, 1964. 

Hon. WAYN E MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .. c. 

MY DEAR SENATOR : I am glad to hear that 
you are opposing the unwise policy of our 
Government In southeast Asia and Vietnam. 

It seems to me that some kind of negotia
tion to stop the fighting and get all foreign 
military out of southeast Asia and Vietnam ls 
ln order. Where there Is a wlll there Is a 
way. 

The longer the war continues the greater 
will be the danger of communism taking 
over all o! southeast Asia. Not just now 
of course, but In the years to come. War 
prepares the son for the germination and 
growth of totalitarianism. 

Cordially, 

SENATOR WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

FREDE. JOHNSON. 

SKOKIE, ILL., 
August 10, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : I applaud and sup
port your courageous vote In the Senate 
against United States military actions in 
North Vietnam. 

This dangerous situation In southeast 
Asia must be brought to a conference, and 
I hope that you a.nd Senator GRUENING will 
be able to muster further support for your 
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stand against American lives and money 
being squandered In Vietnam. 

Very truly yours, 
Mrs. J . WEINMAN. 

P .S. I have also written to the Illinois 
Senators, to Senator AIKEN (who had previ
ously expressed opposition to expanding the 
war In southeast Asia.) and to President 
Johnson. 

UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, 
Berke'Ley, Cali/ ., August 10, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I wish to commend 
you on the courageous stand which you 
took on the resolution Increasing Presi
dent Johnson's power to deal with the situ
ation In southeast Asia. There are very few 
times when the truth does not deserve to be 
heard, and the dangers or refusing to hear It 
seem to me monstrous. There was much 
truth, 1! regrettable truth, In your remarks 
on the United States role In sout-heast Asia. In 
the past decade. A moment or crisis ls no 
time for that truth to be sllenced. There 
are too many Irrevocable moment,s which 
follow and In which the main concern can 
be unity Instead or rectitude. I urge you 
to resist the tide of Ignorance and rancor 
which wm attempt to move you from your 
position. You must continue to deflate the 
self-righteousness which ls so cheap and un
acceptable a substitute for the strength of 
the Just. 

Slncerly, 
KARL BOTTIGHEIMER. 

BISHOPS HEAD, Ml>. 
Senator MORSE. 

DEAR SENATOR: I wish to thank you for 
the stand you have taken concerning the 
Presidential right to act warlike wherever 
he sees tit. 

My TV set Is In poor condition and I m1ss 
a great deal and It ls a 60 mile ride to a 
newspaper stand and there ls no delivery 
llere which puts me at a. disadvantage con
cerning world happenings. I tty to keep up 
by reading current books and that Is my 
source or inf'ormatlon. 

Have Just,tinlshed reading "The McNamara 
Strategy" and It tills my heart with grief to 
hear that the Vlemamese are being treated 
so badly at the llands of our military. It Is 
as It one were reading the atrocities com
mitted by the Nazis. How can the American 
people rexnaln silent while their fellowman 
Is so badly treated. 

Our top brass In that !a.r off country finds 
a subject wishing to do his bidding, he Is 
then offered money and every sort or dead
ly weapons to compel those unfortunates 
who croos his pa.th. Finding himself in 
power he looes no time to harass and kill 
those who dare refuse to do hls bidding. 

I have tried a long time, 74 years, and the 
longer I live the more difficult It ls for me to 
understand the things that are happening 
around the world. 

I wa.s delighted with Woodrow Wilson 
because I believe he gave his lite to make 
the world a more peaceful place and there 
was Roooevelt who did his best for the same 
reason. Since his passing the world and Its 
people have been kicked about l!ke a foot
ball and the shining new world that was to 
be free from fear and want knows greater 
fear since his going than ever. before. 

Little man Truman took tt upon himself 
too to stand the Korean war wl th nothing 
gained but the loss of many fine men. Mr. 
Dulles kept us In the brink of disaster. Mr. 
Kennedy may have done some good tho I 
dislike his actions against the Cuban people. 
Had that episode been land led more justly 
It could have ended In a more ~atlsfactory 
manner. Now Mr. Johnson is at the helm 
and tho he talks l!ke a kindly father about 
peace and the many good things he wants 
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to do for m.e.nklnd he cuts off by turning 
over to the military whose business is war. 

I am so un!ortunate to be living in the 
neighborhood of an e.1r testing fteld and day 
and night subject to planes ftying over my 
house to pass It they were going to slice 
the roof off. The speed a.nd noise is terrlftc 
and I fear I will scream unless I get some 
relief. 

I wrote to the President a letter but he is 
too busy to answer. 

Forgive me for writing such a lengthy 
letter. 

At the beginning I only wanted to thank 
you for what you are doing for humanity. 

All good wishes and many thanks. 
MAY J. HECKMAN. 

SHERMAN OAKS, CALD'., 
August 13, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Builc!.ing, 
Washington, D.O. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Be not downhearted. 
Today's minority is tomorrow's majority. 

For the average man in the street the main 
stumbling block along the road to accepting 
your point or view about Vietnam is the 
question, "But 1! we get out now, won't the 
Communists take over?" This question Is 
compounded by a mental image of Commu
nists as bestial barbarians who suck the blood 
or children. 

I don't see how we can hope to live In 
peace unless we are ready to reassert certain 
basic historical American principles. " Num
ber one principle is the right of people to 
determine for themselves the sort of govern
ment they shall have. If they "determine" 
communism, we have no business suggesting 
an alternative and backing up our suggestion 
with the U.S. fleet. This is true In our own 
backyard as well as In Asia. 

A second forgotten principle ts that the 
ends do not justify the means. In support 
of capitalism we have created an image of a 
Communist monster. Liberals are particu
larly guilty or developing this one-sided 
image o! the Red as Imperialistic, Anti· 
Seinitic, Fascistic and godless. Small won
der the man In the street says that he prefers 
war to surrender to the monster. 

Yet the simple truth, attested to by all 
who visit or study the lands under a socialist 
economy, Is that the people rather • like 
guaranteed employment, ownership of the 
lands and factories and general sharing out 
of the wealth In the form of free medical 
care, vacations, old age pensions, etc.. etc1 
etc. While there ls plenty of room for argu
ment over the superior merits of our system 
over theirs, the argument Is not of the "final" 
order that demands war and the obliteration 
of one side or the other. 

Yet how many American polltlclans w1ll 
da.re serve their country by raising the issue 
In its proper perspective? The very best are 
given to a formula. that adds up to, "I yield 
to no man In my hatred for the Communist 
beast, but • • • ." Thait Is a very weak 
"but," Senator, a.nd one or these days we 
muy even "but" our way into world war m . 

Sincerely, 
FRED RINALDO. 

MONROVIA, CALIF., 
August 8, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Washington, D .O. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I am writing to thank 
you for your courageous stand In opposition 
to the resolution by the Senate granting what 
amounts to power to wage war In the Far East 
to President Johnson. Such war would brtng 
unspeakable tragedy to the world. The pres
ence or our warships so near the coast of our 
antagonists was provocative to say the least. 
I have wired the President and our two Sen-

ators urging settlement or our Issues by ne
gotiation through the United Nations. 

I thank you also for your efforts to cut our 
appropriations for foreign Inllitary a.id. 

Very truly yours, 
A. SHOEMAKER. 

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIP., 
Augu11t 13, 1964.. 

Senator WAYNE MORBB, 
Washington, D .a.: 

Just to let you know you have many sup· 
porters in your antiwar policy. 

WAYNE MORSE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D.O.: 

EUGENIA BEK. 

CAMBRIDGE, MAss1 

August 13, 1964. 

History will vindicate your courage In In
sisting on the bitter truths about war or 
peace In Vietnam. May we do anyt.hing to 
provide you with another national forum 
here In Cambridge? 

WAYNE MORSE, 

MARTIN PERETz, 
Harvara Untverstty. 

SAN MARINO, CALIP., 
Augu11t 14, 1964. 

Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.O.: 

Bravo you and Senator GRUE?flNG the only 
sane and humane people in the entire Con
gress. 

SOPHIA AUSTIN. 

NEW You::, N.Y., 
August 12, 1964.. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOB MORSE: A few lines to let 
you know that we believe you right In your 
refusa.l to give your vote or confidence In our 
war In Vietnam. It seems to us that the pri
mary issue Is moral and humane a.nd It is 
regrettable that there are not more dissenters 
and courageous voices In the Senate a.nd 
House on our involvement in Vietnam. a.nd 
our cruel pressure on Cuba. 

We note that nonresidents may run !or 
the Senate In New York State; certainly we 
know that you love (and understanelably) 
Oregon-but would you consider running 
here next time? We need yolL 

Sincerely, 
Mr. and Mrs. RAK VOGRIN. 

CHATSWORTH, CALD'., 
August 6, 1964.. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
U .S. Senate, 
Washington, D .O. 

DEAR Sm: Your remarks on the recent 
American action In Vietnam were both en
couraging and discouraging; encouraging In 
that you made them and discouraging be
cause yours was the only voice speaking 
thexn. 

You are to be admired for your courage 
and honesty in a time when many people 
In our country seem to be suffering from a 
type of paranoia concerning certain national 
and International Issues, particularly those 
dealing wlth civil rights and communism. 
Wben people act through emotions such as 
fear and hatred instead of logic, the actions 
seldom are wise and the results usually a.re 
undesirable. It seems that it Is this kind 
o! national feeling which ha.s led to many 
foolish decisions In recent years In regard 
to our relationship with Communist coun
tries. They exist In the world and there is 
nothing we can do about it, when w1ll we 
realize this? Perhaps It Red China had 



20334 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD - SENATE August 21 
been recognized oftlcle.lly by us e.nd seated 
as e. member In the U.N. the world could have 
more control over the actions of the.t coun
t ry; a.s 1t Is now, Ch1ne. operates outside ln
terne.tlone.l le.w e.nd a.a a result, we seem to 
think we may he.ve to confront her with 
arms. It seems so needless I 

You were certainly "to the point" when 
you a.sked why U.S. ships were In the Viet
nam e.rea and why, In fa.ct, were we pa.r
tlcipa ting In their affairs Instead of placing 
the problem properly with the U.N.? 

You may h e.ve felt quite alone In the 
stand you took In the Senate, but you were 
speaking the thoughts of m a ny conscientious 
America ns whom I know. 

Yours t ruly, 
PATRICIA ENGLISH. 

PHILADELPHIA, PA., 
August 13, 1964. 

Sena tor WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

HONORABLE SENATOR : This letter should 
have been written many moons ago. Cour
age demands support and your courage 
coupled with e. deep conviction In your fight 
tor peace age.lost an overzealous administra
tion bent on pursuing war, is not only ad
mirable but heroic. In my work which keeps 
me busy most of the day, tor as you should 
know making a living at today's prices is not 
a many splendored thing. Well, sir, In speak
ing to my coworkers I find , too, some simi
larity to your efforts to convince those who 
would sooner war than talk peace. In order 
tor me to read your speech o! August 5 , I had 
to send away to New York City tor a copy as 
our newspapers merely reported five or six 
lines from It. So you see, Senator, you have 
no press . I have no doubt that you, too, 
express concern over the tone of our press, 
that seems to have one point of view, 
that of agreeing with shoot first policy. I 
not only agree with the statement made in 
your speech, and I may be late In saying this, 
quote, How can we Implement them? un
quote. 

Every da.y becomes a crucial one and events 
are she.ping up every day that require con
stant vigilance In order to somehow brake 
this drive to wa.r. Voices like yours are fast 
becoming few, however, there is an election 
coming, where policy and platform are 
adopted, it may be that more voices will 
unite with yours, and we will be bee.rd. 
May your strength increase, your voice like 
a clarion call, be heard on those days to the 
assembled hosts, and m ay God soften their 
hearts In order that we may live In peace. 
Amen. 

Respect fully , 
M. ABEL SABLE. 

MINNEAPOLIS, MINN., 
A u gust 10, 1964. 

P resident LYNDON B . JOHNSON, 
The White House, 
Washingt on, D .C. 

DEAR PaEsIDENT JOHNSON : Last night there 
wa.s a special n ationwide television report 
on the situation on Cyprus. The Greek Cyp
riote representative at the Security Coun
cll meeting condemned Turkish use ot na
palm as an inhuma n tactic, reminiscent of 
Nazi terrorism . Nature.Uy we Americans 
agree; It is indeed tragic when civlllans, or 
anyone for t ha t m atter, are victimized by 
such military opera tions. You yourselt caned 
for non-Intervention by Turkey and Greece, 
and urged the crisis to be settled by the 
U.N. 

Excellent. I agree wholeheartedly. And 
now why not act like reasonable men and 
a pply t he same to Vietnam? Is the use ot 
napalm on Vietnamese v11lages really justi
fied by th e fact that there may be some 

guerrillas among them? The newscasters 
claim, without a trace of sarcasm, that It has 
been necessary to convince the South Viet
namese that they should care about the out
come of the war. President Eisenhower sug
gested a mass propaganda project to persuade 
the South Vietnamese to quit protecting 
guerrlllas and to support Nguyen Khe.hn. I 
have no doubt that such a project is neces
sary when children are burned by Amer
ican bombs, crops a.re destroyed by Amer
ica n scorched-ear t h policy, and young men 
are pulled out of the woods (how can one 
know they are guerrillas? ) and tortured by 
South Vietnamese soldiers in American-made 
uniforms, carrying American rifles. All of 
t hese things are freely admitt ed by the n a 
tional press and the military; and yet the 
America n people and t heir leaders (with a 
few notable exceptions like Senator WAYNE 
MORSE) continue In their shockingly blind 
belief that they are bringing freedom and 
h appiness to South Vietnam . Il the United 
States retreats from that country, it Is be
lieved that the Communists will take over 
the government; I suppose this is possible, 
even probable. And It I was a South Viet
namese v1llager, I would much prefer the 
Communist enemy (who does not bomb the 
v1llages of his allies) to the capitalist friend 
(who does). 

You politicians and statesmen cle.lm to 
care about the lives of clvlllans (and even, 
occasionally, about the lives ot soldiers); and 
If you a.re not Irredeemable hypocrites you 
will reject the following excuse: That the 
Greeks and Turks are NATO allies: therefore 
they mustn't kl11 each other or the Cypriots; 
and that the North Vietnamese and Amer
icans a.re not allies at all ; therefore they can 
slaughter all they please, lncludlng the 
South Vietnamese. 

Some nation, at some time in this nuclear 
age must abstain from commltttlng murder 
on 'such a monstrous scale, justified and 
caused by nationalism, sweet-garlanded with 
phrases like "manl1est destiny" and "peace
and-freedom-loving peoples." Let It be the 
United States who tor once shows it means 
that It Is opposed to war by disarming, 
unllatere.lly if necessary. There can be no 
Communist takeover by means of arms, tor 
ideas must be fought with Ideas, not guns. 
u this country dropped its arms it would be 
far safer, In my estimation, than with them. 
Let us hypothece.te: U the Soviet Union or 
Red China decided to "take over" the un
armed United States, they would not bomb 
this country beforehand, when they could 
have it Intact. And in such a hypothetical 
situation, the Soviet or Chinese administra
tors. police, etc. could be submitted to heavy 
propaganda, helped along by Intermarriage, 
and they would be absorbed into the Amer
ican lite; much as the trespassers on Ch1nese 
territory lost their enemy-Identity tor thou
aands ot years. A synthesis ot political and 
phllosophice.l ideals, of lndustrlal and agri
culture.I methods, ot kvass and coca-cola, 
could be arrtved at. In the last analysis, 
people all over the world are looking tor the 
same things: peace, love, security, freedom, 
etc. U these things can ever be realized by 
anyone, they a.re only obte.lnable If people 
work together, not flight age.Inst each other. 
The great American argument age.Inst the 
teachings of Lenin is that the ends a.re in
variably affected by the means. U the 
United states really believed that, it would 
disarm; or, at the very lee.st, pun out ot Viet
nam. Other countries would probably tonow 
suit. 

I urge you to exert every effort to help the 
United Sta.tea free itself from this Insane 
contest. 

Yours sincerely, 
Mrs. SUSAN STANICH ABRAMS. 

Coples to Attorney Ckneral R . F. Kennedy 
and Senator WATNE MORSE. 

REGO PARK, N,Y., 
Au.gust 12, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
U .S . Senate, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : All<Jw me to con
gratulate and thank you tor the forthright, 
objective, and moral stand you have taken 
on the Vietnam situation. 

I ha ve noted that you h iLve consistent ly 
offered a coolheaded appraisal of the south
east Asia predicament and I and my family 
wish to thank you tor speakill1g out the truth. 
Unfortuna tely. not enough people, including 
Senators, Representatives, and the admin
ist ration can see things as clearly. 

I have been amazed at the United States 
policy to consider this area ot the world as 
vital to our nationa l intere111t , regardless of 
the will of the majority of the native people. 
Would you know whether o·ur commitment 
to the South Vietnamese administration bas 
behind It a strong Investment In American 
business done.rs? Can this be a pa.rt of our 
interest along with the "s.flvlng of face,' ' 
which often results In the Jloos ot the rest 
of one's body. 

I know you will continue 1;o see the truth 
and reveal It to the Americalli people in spite 
of the odds, but I want you to know that It 
Is appreciated. 

Sincerely yours, 
HAaaY GRossWEINEK.. 

FREElit REALTY, 
SEATrLE, WASH., A1igust 10, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR: Thank you again for your 
stand on our mUlta.ry actiotlS. 

I wish I could help. 
Yours truly, 

R. D. FREER. 

LYNWOi)D, CALIF., 
August 12, 1964. 

The Honorable WAYNE MORSE,. 
U.S . Senate, 
Washington, D .C. 

Sm: May I tell you that I agree whole
heartedly with your opln10111B as expressed 
in your recent speech before the Sen.ate? I 
am only sorry that we do no1; have more like 
you In Congress, Instead ot its being infested 
with so many do-goodlng Poi:tyannas who a.re 
so Intent on "saving," suppo1rtlng, and run
ning the rest of the world that they are 
losing their own United States to the forces 
of hate and violence. 

Ever since Franklin Delano) Roosevelt saw 
hlmselt a.a the Almighty's Second Son and, 
together with his "disciples," "Winnie C." 
and "Good Ole Joe", proceed,ed to divide the 
world according to his whims, we have been 
wasting the moneys and resources of this 
Nation on every snivelling, lhalf-be.ked "de
mocracy" on the earth, and, E•ven more tragi
cally, giving up our most predous treasure
our finest young men-to tlllelr pett y little 
wars. 

I do not give one tinker's d:llll. about South 
Vietnam, except to wonder how much ot our 
tax money, that my husband he.a worked like 
a dog all his lite for, Is now helping to sup
port Mme. Nhu in luxury In Paris. 

South Viet n am wns doon:led to t ak eover 
by the Communlsts ever ellnce Dlenblen
phu, when our President EisEmhower was too 
busy playing golt to take :a.ny interest In 
anything else, and his Vice Pr1esldent marched 
up and down the land thundering "massive 
retaliation", as he beat his breasts with 
cream puffs, and the Comm.unists laughed, 
thumbed their noses at us, 1wd went about 
their business or conquest. 

All of Asia was lost to communism even 
before that, when Harry Truman drew a line 
at the Yalu River and forbad.e MacArthur to 
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cross lt--not matter how many of his men he 
bad to stand by and see slaughtered. 

This morning-after reading the enclosed 
column by Morrie Rysklnd I am absolutely 
livid-does the $10,000 of our money the 
Turks have been spending on air deodorants 
make their unwashed millions smell any 
better? Does the $1,000 for bubble gum 
keep their young from sutrerlng "psychologi
cal trauma" and thus escape becoming juve
nile delinquents? 

Will the $15,500 spent on hormones and 
Royal Bee Jelly enable the free Chinese to 
better enjoy their concubines? Or will it 
only provide more free Chinese for us to send 
more thousands of dollars? 

Could not the Cambod1an just dlet--like 
I do---lnstead of needing $1 7 ,240 of my money 
for Metracal? 

How much more of thls Idiocy must we 
stand !or-and pay for? How much longer 
must the American people watch helplessly 
while our so-called NRepresentatlves" 1n 
Congress continues to make first-class asses 
of themselves, dispensing largesse with both 
bands and bending the knee meekly to the 
same recipient.a of our charity, who have such 
contempt for us that they allow an Ameri
can army oftlcer to be slapped ln the face, and 
forbidden to retaliate, take It? 

We are sick. and tired or It all, slck. o! the 
insults, sick of the "sale" of mllllons of dol
lars worth of wheat, paying for It ourselves, 
delivering lt ln our ships, and have those 
same ships forced to pay higher fees than 
other oountrles pay to dock and unload it. 
Sick. o! hearing the Shah of Iran and every 
other two-bit despot "ruler" or every little 
corner of the earth come over here, with their 
hands out, and tell us what we, the "haves" 
must "share" with the "have-nots," pre
sumably him, while his bejewelled, ump
teenth Wife, "Empress" spends $5,000 In one 
shopping spree In Magnln's. 

Sick. of supporting a lot or raggle-taggle, 
half-baked Ndiplomat.a" In the lap of luxury 
1n the U .N., sick or reading of the lavish 
parties thrown by these same representatives 
of natlons which "cannot afford" to keep up 
their dues payments, but can afford their 
call g1rl&-0r, heaven help us, ·we are paying 
for them too? 

When, and where, will this insanity stop? 
Who Will have the guts to stop lt? 

Meantime, I see the money earned by us 
1n our productive years. which should be 
going into savings for our declining ones, 
going down Into such a sewer, and my anger 
and frustration grows more every day. What 
.a bunch of idiotic damn fools we have run
ning this country today, and have had ever 
since 1932. 

I see all around me so much need and want 
right here 1n my own country, I see far too 
many of our own aged persons living from 
check-to-check on their "social securlty"
whlch seems to get a hlke on the level earned 
so often that fewer persons can hope to draw 
the max1mum benefit each month, while liv
ing costs keep skyrocketing so that they can
not possibly live and pay out the prohibitive 
medical costs we have today, or even pay for 
the insurance plans the opponents or Federal 
aid to the aged so glowingly describe (just 
how can an oldSter drawing $90 a month pay 
out $23 of thta for "complete" coverage, 
which ls really far from complete)? Yet Con
gress allows itself to be led by the nose by a 
few unscrupulous, powerful members of the 
AMA, who could not care less about our old 
ones, and denies help to them so that they 
must go, hats ln hand, to the county begging 
for charity. 

I see this at first hand. My own mother, 
who worked hard all her life to support her
sel! and me after my father left us, waa 
recently charged $35 for one oftlce vlslt to 
her doctor, $20 for the call and $15 fOI' an 
electrocardiogram, then another $15 tor a 
chest x-ray, and nearly $10 more tor her 
medicines. Her monthly check ls a little 

over ~- What would she have done for rent, 
food, and other necessities, If she had not 
been llvlng with us? Yet I read how very 
well our old folks can manage. Even Gen
eral Eisenhower's pontifical words In the 
Post stating how sure he ls that our elderly 
would rather pay their own medical bills. 
Just what does he know about this? be who 
has never had to pay a medical expense for 
hlmsel! or his famlly In his life? And who 
rests secure ln the knowledge that, when bis 
times comes, he Will loll in luxury In Walter 
Reed or some other Government hospital, 
and not In some cockroach-crawllng, rat
infested county general? With all of bis ex
penses paid, and every slightest whim grati
fied, by the "great suckers,~ the American 
taxpayers. His wife had a hysterectomy and 
remained ln Walter Reed for weeks, even 
special plllows had to be sent out and bought 
for her because the ones used by the ordi
nary people did not suit her majesty, every 
dime paid for by the taxpayers. 

Well, I had a hysterectomy about that 
same time, too, and I was sent home to shift 
for myself on the sixth day after and nobody 
paid my bllls. 

It 1s high time the taxpayer was let off 
this book. too. I am all In favor of fre.e care 
for our service and Government employ
ees--up to e. certain point, but I certain
ly cannot see why we have to pay the 
medical bills of persons earning more than 
we do. 

I did not vote ln the last election because 
I could not stomach either candidate. I feel 
exactly the same about the two who will 
grace our ballots 1n the coming election, 
yet I feel that It 1s high time for all of 
ua to get up and start screaming, get new 
brooms and declare "a plague on both your 
houses" and get some new blood Into Gov
ernment, from the lowest to the highest, be
fore it 1s too late, 1t lt ls not already. 

While we have been wooing every little 
petty ruler overseas, our own land has be
come a land of anarchy and violence. Just 
a short while ago I read a llttle squib In the 
paper which really hit home. It said: "Amer
ica has fought two costly World Wars to 
make the world safe for democracy, but It 
has not been able to make the streets of 
New Yark. safe for the people or New York.~ 
How very tragically true. 

Very truly yours, 
PHYLLIS MORELAND. 

OIA Put.Lo= ON '.I'B.ANSPORT or Vmr 
GUERRn.LAS REVEALED 

(By Beverly Deepe, New York Herald Tribune 
Special) 

SAIGON, SOUTH VIETNAM.-The U.S. Cen
tral Intelllgence Agency canceled In mid-July 
Its part of e. multimllllon-dollar contract 
with e. private American aviation company 
that had the undercover mission of airllttlng 
guerrillas and supplies behind enemy lines 
In North Vietnam and Communist-held sec
tions of Laos. 

Reliable mllltary sources said that pilots 
of more than 12 aircraft included Chinese 
and Turkish nationals, but no Americans. 
American clvllla.ns were used for ground 
support, administrative, and maintenance 
!unctions. 

The U.S. Government, through the CIA, 
about 2 years ago, had signed jointly with 
the Vietnamese Government a contract with 
a private American firm called American 
Aviation Investors, Inc. The CIA broke the 
contract several weeks ago. 

SEEN AS REBUKE 

The cancellation of the American coslg
nature was Interpreted here as a rebuke to 
South Vietnamese Prime Minister Nguyen 
Khanh, who has 1n recent weeks launched 
a "go north" campaign to attack Co=unlst 
Nozith Vietnam. 

General Khanh's campaign contradicted 
U .S . policy at the time. Presumably, the 

U.S. Government broke the contract In order 
to llmlt his capacity to send Vietnamese spe
cial forces guerrillas and saboteurs 1n North 
Vietnam and Laos. 

Since the cancellation of the contract, 
General Khanh has toned down and rede
fined his "go north" policy to mean simply a 
means of finishing the war "Instead of let
ting IJt drag on." Since then, North Viet
namese PT boats have twice attacked U.S. 
destroyers 1n International waters off the 
coast of North Vietnam. 

NO IDEN'I'IFICATION MARKS 

The CIA contract with American Aviation 
Investors, Inc .. called for e. highly mobile 
undercover air operation involving severe.I 
helicopters, six to eight C-45 and C-47 trans
port aircraft, some equipped with radar, and 
L-28 hellocourter planes. None of the sil
ver-colored aircraft carried Identification 
markings or lnslgnla, except black numbers. 

The C--45 and C-47 transport aircraft are 
often used to drop paratroopers behind ene
my llnes; helicopters have the cape.bllltlea 
of landing In small jungle clearings and the 
four-seater L-28 hellcourlers can land on 
short clearings and runways. 

Information concerning the droppln8B of 
South Vietnamese guerrlllaa, agents, and 
saboteurs behind enemy llnes ls fragmentary 
and undetalled, since it ls not the oftlclal pol
icy of the United States or the South Viet
namese Government. However, such activi
ties are known to have been launched In the 
past and are continuing now. 

Asked about such activities, Khanh simply 
says, "We cannot discuss that." U.S. mili
tary sources confirm that South Vletname6e 
special forces are dropped behind enemy 
llnes, but details "are classified." 

The wives of South Vietnamese special 
forces troops sent to North Vietnam also 
sometimes inadvertently drop Information. 
The wives call the mission into North Viet
nam an "express train to death." 

Casualties on such missions are considered 
high. 

Within the past 6 weeks, reliable Viet
namese sources confirmed that a South Viet
namese special forces unit landed on the 
South Chine. Sea coast near the North Viet
namese city or Dong Hol, about so miles 
north or the 17th parallel separting North 
and South Vietnam. They succeeded 1n 
sabotaging the city water system. 

CONVICTIONS REPORTED 
The most detailed ln!ormatlon regarding 

South Vietnamese saboteurs and guerrtllas 
operating 1n North Vietnam comes from 
North Vietnamese radio broadcasts and news
papers, but the accuracy of the informe.tlon 
ls dlftlcUl t to assess. 

On April 22, the North Vietnamese Gov
ernment reported e. "spy trial" in which e. 
Communist mllltary court 2 days ee.rller 
tied e. group of seven "spy-commandos o! the 
United States and its henchmen In South 
Vietnam who had been airdropped on a 
mountain region of Carob Xuyen district, He. 
Tinh Province." The North Vietnamese re
port listed names and ages of the seven 
"spies" and their sentences which ranged 
from 3 years to llfe imprisonment. 

The report continued: "According to their 
declarations, these commandos were en
trusted by the United States and Its stooges 
1n Saigon with carrying out Intelligence 
work. and sabotaging e.ctlvltles and psycho
logical warfare 1n North Vietnam. This ls 
the 14th spy-commando group arrested and 
duly punished in North Vietnam within the 
past months." 

LA CROSSE, WIS., August 10, 1964. 
Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
U.S . Senate, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Like some of you 
men ln Washington, I have not only op
posed our position 1n southeast Asia, but I 
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deplored the fact action that President John
son t.ook there. 

Wby did be choose to act on his own and 
in such a hurry? With so much talk about 
expanding the war in that area one can't 
help but wonder about such action. 

I have detected an air of expediency ever 
since this man t.ook oftlce a.nd because 
o! it be could never get my vote. 

As for Congress-I still say that if we are 
to have "good government" it Is imperative 
that we go through the proper channels as 
we have always done. To do otherwise Is 
not only to put too much power in the bands 
of one man but, to destroy our form of gov
ernment 1.n the process. 

I was very much surprised to learn how 
many Members of Congress couldn't see thi.s. 
I am. however, grateful for the Members who 
could. 

My very best to you. 
Stncerely, 

Mrs. ROGER Fl.ETCHER. 

NAPA, CALlF., August 7, 1964. 
Senator THOMAS KUCHEL, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAi\ SENATOR KUCHEI. : we have just wired 
the President expresstng our opposition to 
the war in Vietnam a.nd that we strongly 
support his pledge "to seek no wider war." 

It 1s our hope that Secretary General U 
Thant's suggestion to reconvene the Geneva 
Conference be accepted. We definitely share 
bis views that military methods will not 
achieve peace 1.n South Vietnam. 

We share your expressed admiration tor 
the Uni.ted Nations. We hope you and all 
those of any infiuenti.al capacity wlll tap 
their 1.ngenuity and ability in implementtng 
a rational and humane course In the area of 
foreign policy. 

Sincerely yours, 
CHARI.ES SLATER. 
GRETA St.ATER. 

Senator WAYNE Mol\SE: We respect and 
wholeheartedly concur 1.n your courageous 
dissent on our recent retaliative strike 
age.1.nst North Vietnam. We are frankly los
ing heart in fighting for peace for It ap
pears the tragic heritage of military psy
chology ever submerges the rational and hu
mane approach in International rel!lltlons. 

G . SLATER. 

EvANSTON, ILL., 
August 5, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Wa&hington, D.O. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I just beard and saw 
you on a special news program on the current 
i:rtsls in Vietnam. To see a man 1.n public 
office take a firm stand for what he believes 
in despite popular belief is a rare a.nd mar
velous thi.ng these days. I would never for
give myself if I didn't write and tell you what 
a deep sense of admiration I felt for you this 
evening when I saw you take a stand for what 
you felt was right even though your col
leagues and, undoubtedly, many fellow 
Americans, do not agree with your posi
tion. You are a very courageous man, tn
deed. 

I am deeply concerned over the situation 
in Vietnam a.nd have felt ever since our In
volvement that we have not been allowed 
to know the truth about our actions in 
that country. Reading "A Nation of Sheep" 
by William Lederer alarmed me even more. 
I thought he gave very convincing facts 1.n 
his book showing that the American peo
ple were not bei.ng told information which 
ts our right to know about. 

At this point I even have my doubts as 
to whether this attack by North Vietnam 
isn't a falsehood and an excuse to tnvolve 
ourselves even deeper 1.n that war. 

I realize what a dilemma we're 1.n in south
east Asia. We probably could never wtn a 
war there and yet we can't allow communtsm 
to swallow it up either. Surely there must be 
some alternative. Is De Gaulle's policy of 
neutralism completely unrealistic? My hus
band says yes for anytime we don't stand 
up with force to the Communists they 
achieve their goals In a given situation. 

I love my country very much and want 
her so much to stand for principle under all 
circumstances and not st.oop to the Com
munist tactics of the end justifying the 
means. The blind cbauvi.nistlc attitude that 
many people seem to have these days con
cerns me very much. No one is always right, 
even Americans. We ought to be mature 
enough to admit our mistakes once In a 
while and set about correcting them with 
dispatch. 

WoU!d you please be kind enough to give 
me some information that would help me to 
justify our position and our right to be 
1.n that country in the first place? Do the 
people really want us there? My heart goes 
out to these poor people. As Americans we 
probably could never conceive what it's like 
having a war going on In one's towns and 
cities ktlli.ng women and children ea well 
as soldiers. The thought of It makes me 
shudder. 

I pray that all mankind can be spared 
another war of any kind. 

Thank you so much for your kind atten
tion. 

Sincerely, 
NANCY $. SHANKS. 

VANCOUVER, WASH., 
August 11, 1964. 

Hon. WAYNE MoRSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I have long regarded 
you as the most courageous man in our pub
lic ll!e. Now I must take time to express my 
admiration !or your leadership in the Viet
namese question. 

It would be a pity if no one warned of the 
consequences of sliding gradually into an 
interminable Korean-type slaughter or, more 
likely, Into an escalating massacre by bomb-
1.ng, including A-bombs. 

Nor, on a lower level, can It be good poli
tics to do so. You might remind us that 
everyone was uni.ted in support of President 
TrUman's entry into the Korean war, but 
that when it became ~ tragedy the Republi
cans called it "Mr. TrUman's war." I believe 
that revulsion against it was the greatest 
single !actor In the Republican victory 1.n 
1952. Also, if history repeats itself, the cur
rent congressional resolution will not save 
the President from being saddled with "Mr. 
Johnson's war." 

I hope that you will give some thought to 
countering the omni.present falli.ng domi.no 
theory that has been used at every stage of 
the cold war. It can be used to justify any
thtng, anywhere. 

With great respect, 
D. F. FLEMING, 

Emeritus Professor of InternaticmaZ Re
lations, Vanderbilt University. 

P.8.-I recently expressed my admiration 
for your leadership concerning southeast Asia 
tn a lecture at the University or Oregon in 
Eugene. 

FOOTHrLL COLLEGE, 
Los Altos HiLls, Cal.if., August 11, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: My Wife and I both 
want to express our agreement with your 
honest and courageous stand against the 
Vietnam resolution. It Is a shame that only 
one other could find the courage to joi.n you. 
But even if only two speak out perhaps others 
will find heart In their example on some 
future date. 

We wish that we were still living In Oregon 
so that we could vote for you and work for 
your reelection. 

Yours truly, 
W . E. TINSLEY. 

PALO ALTO, CAI.IF., 
August B, 1964. 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR: A few days ago my wife and 
I wired our unequivocal approval of your 
forthright position respecti.ng the so-called 
declaration seeking congressional confirma
tion of the President's hasty and unwar
ranted retaliatory action against North Viet
nam, as well as sanctioning future actions. 

Again, we w1sh to assure you that we are 
entirely in accord with your position con
cerni.ng southeastern Asia. We are, indeed, 
most grateful for your continuous expousal 
of the only sensible policy for this unfor
tunate region- neutralization. 

Our candidates for Presiden~MoRSE and 
GRUENING. 

Very best wishes, 
ELIZABETH and JhMES ROBERTSON. 

OAKLAND, CALIF., 
August 10, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.O. 

DEAR SENhTOR MORSE: My heartfelt thanks 
for your recent vote against President John
son's resolution permitting mil1tary action 1.n 
North Vietnam. Tb.is resolution was truly 
a carte blanche to escalate the war. 

You were speaki.ng for millions of Ameri
cans who are t.oo timid to tell Congress and 
the President that they want the war In 
South Vietnam to end, and that they abhor 
the very thought of spreadi.ng it farther a.nd 
1.nvolving our soldiers in it. I wish we had 
Senators like you and GRUENING in Cali
fornta. 

Keep up the goOd work. Keep plugging 
for another Geneva Conference, and an end 
to our senseless interventi.on. 

Yours for peace, 
Mrs. GRACE GONICK. 

MINNEAPOLIS, MINN., 
August 11, 1964. 

Senator MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

HONORABLE Sm: We want agai.n to tell you 
how much we admire your persistence in 
talking against our Government's action in 
Vietnam. With so few of such a huge body 
of legislators ready to support you, ready to 
admit U.S. mistakes, we are sure your e:fforts 
have not been easy. 

Our Minneapolis Star says that the Sen
ators largely leave the Senate Chamber when 
you rise to speak. If that is true, Ood help 
the Uni.ted States. 

Sincerely, 
H. K. STEPHENS AND FAMILY. 

EAST JAMAICA, VT., 
August 9, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Buil.ding, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Isn't it wonderful 
how quickly our Congress achieves unanim
ity In supporting action for war-would that 
the same were true 1.n our small steps toward 
decency and peace. But thank God there 
are one or two voices ot santty who speak for 
the many Americans who a.re ashamed of the 
disgraceful aggression undertaken in their 
name. 

I am sure I am not the only one outside 
your State who 1s grateful for your coura
geous stand. 

Sincerely yours, 
JEANNETTE VOSK. 
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ROCHESTER, MICH., 

August 13, 1964 . 
Senator WAYNE MoRSE, 
Senate Office Butlding, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Thank you !or your 
speech In the Senate urging negotiation ot 
the southeast Asia war. Thank you !or your 
vote against the resolution supporting John
son's action. 

Yours sincerely, 
MARGARET DUl'FIELD. 

BURLINGTON, VT., 
August 10, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Buildtng, 
Washtngton, D.C. 

Sm: This Is to express sympathy with 
your stand on Vietnam and a.dmlra.tton for 
your courage In opposing endorsement or the 
President's actions. 

With every good wish. 
Yours sincerely. 

RoWENA R. ANSBACHER. 
H. L. ANSBACHER. 

BERK.ELEY, CALII'., 
August 10, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: We are greatly 
heartened by your courageous and principle 
stand rega.rding our military Involvement In 
Vietnam. We are moot unhappy to see our 
Government oa.rrylng on, as France did, a 
"dirty war" In that unhappy country. 

More power to you, sir. We wish you were 
President. 

Gratefully, 
LAURA VAn. LYMAN. 
ELWOOD W. LYMAN, M.D. 

OAK RIDGE, TENN .• 
August 11 , 1964. 

Hon. WAYNE L. MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Thank you for your 
lonely (except for Sena.tor GRUENING) plea 
for use or clvlllzed reason in the Vietnam 
situation last week. I have not been con
vinced that the U.S. Armed Forces belong 
there either. 

I was appalled at the overwhelming con
gresslona.J approval of President Johnson'• 
request !or power to enlarge the conflict 
there, should he deem It desirable. Thank 
God for your voice of dissent. 

I can't imagine what has happened to the 
democratic process In our land when the 
House of Representatives unanimously ap
proves such a serious step In the face of such 
e.bysma.l Ignorance of the facts among the 
populace. The Senate performed only slight
ly better owing to the wisdom and cour
age of yoursel! and the good Senator from 
Alaska. I become concerned when our Con
gress can come up with but "one mind" on 
so controversial . a question. The exercise 
of pure intellectual objectivity could never 
have brought forth such a result. 

Certainly, by now, the fa.lllblllty of our 
assessments of the Vietnam situation must 
be evident to most thinking Americans. To 
continue on this stupid road to destruction 
Is both unpatriotic and downright immoral. 

Your proposal for eventual neutralization 
of southeast Asia through negotiation by the 
U.N. appears plausible. Surely It Is a step In 
the right direction. 

It seems that you are the only person in 
Washington who Is interested In the facts 
surrounding the situation and making them 
available to the man on the street. Our 
local press, on rare occasion, prints out-of
context excerpts of your speeches, but never 
full texts. Can you tell me how to get 
copies of them? Perhaps you should make 
your speeches available in paperback form 
as Sena.tor FULBRIGHT has recently done with 
his foreign policy views. 

In closing, I want to thank you again, 
Sena.tor MORSE, for speaking out on behalf 
of me. I appreciate your efforts. 

Sincerely, 
MLBNE H. KIBBEY. 

P .S.-I am sending copies of this letter to 
my own Tennessee Senators, Albert Gore 
and Hubert Walters, and also to President 

AUGUST 5, 1964. 
DEAR SENATOR MORSE: During discussions 

at work about southeast Asia, I have tried 
to quote or remember things that have come 
from your committee that has been question
ing the Pentagon and State Department, but 
I have not been doing a very good job of It. 
So, It your office has any literature or infor
mation to help me discuss the southeast 
Asia problem, I would appreciate It. 

Thank you. 
Sincerely yours , 

ALBERT VARTANIAN. 

ALTADENA, CALIF., 
August 5, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE. 
DEAR Sm: I admire your courage. It is 

rare Indeed to have a politician have great 
courage to express his views In a time such 
as this when one Is almost compelled to 
conform. 

Please send me a copy of your statement 
as I wish to try and understand your points 
or view. 

I hope you can be in the Senate for a long 
time. America needs men like you. 

Yours truly, 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Washington, D.C. 

EVAN THOMER. 

NEW YORK, N.Y. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I wish to thank you 
very much !or your courageous stand taken 
during this Vietnam crisis. Unfortunately, 
I heard only the portions of your speech 
which were broadcast on the air. 

It Is very rare that we, the American pub
lic, are privileged to hear the truth coming 
from our elected or appointed officials, in 
either the Federal or local government. The 
American public has been, and Is being bar
raged by the official opinions of the Govern
merlt, whether !act or fiction; as the means 
of communication Is almost completely 
monopolized by those who almost always 
(and particularly In times of crisis) favor 
the Government view. The press and pe
riodicals who do offer a countervlew have 
such limited mea.ns and circulation as to be 
rendered almost meaningless, and cannot 
possibly provide an effective balance to the 
"respectable press ... 

I am sure that there are many other peo
ple, like myself, who are appalled at the im
perialistic posture which the United States 
has assumed, particularly since World War 
II. It Is, of course, a pattern of interference 
and manipulation with the governments of 
sovereign nations (i.e., Cuba, Guatemala, 
Iran, Egypt, Laos, Vietnam, Burma, Indo
nesia, etc., and probably many more) that, 
at least in foreign affairs, justifies my char
acterization of this country. And, since there 
ls the most Intimate relationship between 
foreign and domestic affairs, I can only see 
a logical development In this country toward 
some kind o! American brand of totalitarian
ism which certainly wlll have, In my opinion, 
many similarities with facism. This ls a 
frightening prospect for those of us who are 
concerned not only with the survival of hu
manity, but with the right of sel!-determi
natlon of the world's peoples, and their own 
economic, social, and cultural development. 

America. as a world power has assumed 
the most backward position (especially vis
a vis the underdeveloped world) and, In my 
view Is attempting to pattern the world so 

as to protect American interests, which are, 
as we all know global, and will, to insure the 
protection of these interests, sacrifice any 
country, and risk even total war. 

It Is only with e.n enlightened and polit
ically conscious public which Is wllllng not 
only to hear and accept the truth about the 
role and Interests of the United States In 
the world today, .but which Is not afraid, 
and Indeed feels It necessary to act on the 
realization o! this truth, and try to change 
the disastrous course which America Is fol
lowing today. 

It Is within this context that I again take 
this opportunity to thank you for the words 
which you spoke on August 5 . 

Sincerely yours, 

Senator WAYNE MoasE, 
Senate Office Butlcting, 
Washington, D .C. 

NANCY RIES. 

DuaHAM, N.C., 
August 12, 1964. 

DEAR Sm: It Is with regret that I find my
self writing to you to commend an action 
that should not have to be commended. One 
should not have to note as an exception the 
courage and strength that allowed a nega
tive vote to the blll legalizing the Presidents 
actions in Vietnam. However, the situation 
being as it ls, yourself and Senator GRUENING 
a.re among the few notes of clarity and sanity 
In American affairs. AB long as you continue 
your present stands, the notion that our 
foreign affairs are not conducted with dis
interest will continue to be injected into 
the news media, and people will speculate 
about the reality of world politics. 

I have been unable to find material about 
the progress of the foreign aid blll In the 
local newpapers and I am puzzled as to the 
reasons behind some of your stands. Would 
you please send to me the relevant excerpts 
from the CoNGaESSIONAL RECORD. 

My wife has in!ormed me that she too ls 
a part of the WAYNE MORSE ran club or 
Durham, N.C., a small but growing group 
of people who respect integrity and responsi
bility in politics. 

Yours sincerely, 
SHELLEY BLUM. 

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIF. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE. 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

AUGUST 7, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I have read a recent 
pamphlet by the Ad Hoc Committee To End 
Intervention in Vietnam. They suggest that 
interested people send a message to you. 

It Is a confusion in aim which seems to 
have brought about this useless. inhuman, 
and thoroughly unjustifiable intrusion and 
slaughter in a country whose people and 
problems we (the United States) neither un
derstand nor are apparently interested In. 

Whether it may be a mistake politically 
and strategically to Interfere in Vietnam (and 
lt"s becoming quite obvious that It certainly 
Is a mistake to do it as we have done), Is less 
important to me than the consideration that 
al! foreign policy Is implemented by agencies 
which are not governed by the w!ll or the 
American people-that the American people 
are fed propaganda Instead of racts--that the 
American people are thus taught the falla
cious notion that It's better that they leave 
the fate of their country of their own bodies 
and souls in the hands of others. 

You can see by my last sentence I have a 
facility !or writing long. unintelllglble sen
tences. 

I can write short ones too. The condition 
of our country Is reminiscent of pro-Fascist 
Germany. There Is much ignorant, loose, 
hostlllty which could be manipulated Into 
hatred of the unknown by a government ded
lcn ted to power politics. 
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I am 31 years old and have a 3-yee.r-old 

daughter . Aside from not wanting her, my 
husband, and myself demolished in a short 
atomic war, I do not want her to bear the 
stain of guilt of belonging to the most ir
responsible and Immoral nation in the world. 

There Is no eictra money at my disposal, 
and not a great deal of time. But--what can 
be done? What can I do? 

What can I do to speed the departure of 
U .S. troops, CIA agents, and other eicperts 
trom Vietnam as soon as possible? 

Very truly yours, 

Hon. w. L. MORSE. 
U.S. Senator, 

MARTHA DURHAM . 

BERKELEY, CALIF., 
A11gust 8, 1964. 

Senate Office Bv:tlding, 
Washington, D.C. 

MY DEAR SENATOR MORSE: The purpose of 
this Jetter Is twofold. (1) I would like to 
express my admiratlon for your wisdom 
and courage 1n your stand on Vietnam. 
(2) I wish to Inquire whether you would 
accept an invitation to a meal, lunch or din
ner, at your convenience when you will be 
visiting Berkeley. 

Yesterday, one of our students at the Uni
versity of California came to ask for my 
signature on an ad to be published 1n the 
San Francisco Chronicle. This proposed ad 
would contain quotations from your speeches 
on Vietnam and the expression of support on 
the part of the signers. It was a pleasure 
to sign the ad. 

On this occasion the student in question 
(I do not remember his name) told me that, 
"at the invitation of his organization "Slate" 
you are expected to speak on our campus 
sometime in October. If so, you are likely 
to have a meal with your principal hosts, 
"Slate." However, it ls just possible that we, 
a group of U.C. professors-your admirers, 
may have the pleasure of having you as our 
guest at the other maln meal of the day. 
We shall feel very honored. 

Today's Times carries an article about 
you under the title "Senator Nay-Sayer." 
While having the appearance of just an
other factual report, this article Is about 
the highest praise that I have ever seen pub
lished. You certainly deserve it. I had a 
good laugh at your description of the Gover
nor of Alabama. The enclosed copy of a 
circular letter sent to the university em
ployees Indicates that our attitude Is simnar 
to yours. Incidentally, on that occasion we 
collected for Dr. King more than $4,000. 

Affectionately yours, 
J. NEYMAN. 

MEDFORD, OREG., 
August 12, 1964 . 

The Honorable WAYNE L. MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I have wanted for 
1mme time to write and express my support 
of your position on our policy in Vietnam, 
and am ashamed o! myself for not doing so 
before now. 

You deserve our admiration and gratitude 
for taking what is, un!ortunately, a lonely 
stand on this matter and I applaud your 
colll'age. I have felt for some time that the 
United States must seem to our allied and 
our adversaries to license herself to inter
fere in a manner which she would not tol
erate In others. To put It bluntly, we seem 
to have a "hol!er than thou" attitude toward 
other nations which is, 1n my opinion, un
worthy or us. A double standard should not 
prevail. 

You have, I'm sure, received much adverse 
criticism of your actions and I wanted to 
add a few words of support. 

With wann regards to you and Mrs. Morse. 
-Sincerely, 

MARJORY E. MADDEN. 

PORTLAND, OREG., 
.August 17, 1964. 

The Honorable WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR Sl:NATOR MORSE : Thank you very 
much for your reports. I enjoy receiving 
them, as Information contained therein is 
most interesting and current with the top
ics oI the day. 

I want you to know that I agree with your 
stand concerning imports and the situation 
in the Far East. 

Keep up your good work and with best 
wishes, I am, 

Cordially, 
GEO. E. RoBINSON. 

OAKRIDGE, OREG., 
August 17, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MoRSE, 
The Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR : Thank you for your report 
of August 12. I agree with you in all you 
sa y about the Tonkin Bay affair and our 
impossible position In southeast Asia. 

My family and I h ave left the Republican 
Party. We cannot stomach the double
talk, the nonsense talk, the cynical effron
tery to common good sense and the meaning 
of language as shown by their · front men. 
The citizen's first loyalty Is to principles, not 
to party. When a party shows me It has 
abandoned my principles, regardless of how 
they say it. I gladly leave It and look for the 
men that best reflect my views. 

Respectfully you.rs, 
BEN TWITCHELL AND FAMILY. 

SENATOR WAYNE MORSE : 
Washington, D .C. 

BRONX, N.Y., 
Au.gust 12, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Speaking for my 
family, brothers, and sisters alike, thanks. 
Your courage and best of all correct stand 
against our country's sick pol!cy viz-a-viz 
southeast Asia wins from us wholehearted 
ei.nd fully camm.Jtted support. Your vote 
for sanity plus your outspoken voice, Is I 
assure you heard and deeply felt here In New 
York. Our Sena.tors too long silent will hear 
the people yet. I urge you not to go along 
with that fraud that states our people are 
100 percent behind a policy which leads to 
senseless killings. Let those Senators who 
lack the people's will go along with war in 
Asia and you w111 see how fast the American 
people will catch up with our policy and 
vote those clowns out Into the cold. You 
wm no doubt get a lot of hate mall. When 
two men vote against a tide, they must ex
pect to get wet. But stand nonetheless, 
for In the sun they w!ll dry and the Iles wU! 
as always sink back Into the sea. mt back 
with the hard truth, they print very little 
of what you say, thait's a sign of their weak
ness. I would deeply appreciate being on 
your malling list. Once more thanks from 
the hundreds of your supporters some silent 
some not. Also thanks from your opposi
tion for they and we are still here breathing 
very heavily. 

Yours for peace, 
HAROLD CARLSON. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: It is comforting to 
know we 'have at least one Senator who Is 
courageous and calls things as he sees them 
even !! his views aren't popular. 

Thank you, Senator. 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

Mrs. WILL CALM.As. 

LAKE WORTH, FLA., 
Attg1LSt 10, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: The people of 
Oregon are to be admired for electing to office 
people like you and Governor Hatfield. 

Congratulations on your courageous, out
spoken stand with regard to our recent Viet
nam crisis. I am in total agreement with 
your position. 

Respectfully yours, 
IDA R. F'EITELBERC. 

KETTERING, OHIO, 
August 7, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Congratulations and 
thanks for your courageous stand on the 
Vietnam action and Senate resolution. 

I had just finished your article on Vietnam 
in the Progressive and was especially pleased 
to find your position completely consistent 
with the attitudes expressed In the article. 

Your attitude that the United States can
not be a moral force In the world today un
less we act In a moral manner appears to 
be in a decided minority. 

Perhaps this note wlll offer some little en
couragement that not all Americans have 
lost their desire for justice. 

Very truly yours, 
RAY A. VAN HORN. 

CHICAGO AREA COMMITTEE ON SANE 
'.NUCLEAR POLICY, 

Chicago, Ill ., A1tgust 10, 1964. 
Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: We want to express 
our deep respect and admiration to you !or 
your principled stand opposing the congres
sional resolution on Vietnam giving President 
Johnson extraordinary powers. We recog
nize the steadfast courage required 1n that 
moment of hysterical, unthinking patriotism. 

You have reason to be proud of your posi
tion. We, of course, are very, very proud of 
you. 

Respectfully. 
MORTON W. RYWECK, 

Exeetttive Director . 

BERKELEY, CALIF., 
May 24, 1963. 

DEAR COLLEAGUE: This ls 1n connection 
with the current developments 1n the South, 
including the arrests of large numbers of 
youngsters, their suspension or dismissal 
from schools, the tricks used to prevent Ne
groes from voting, and the prospect of the 
Governor of a State personally barring a few 
Negro students from a university entrance. 
These developments appear disgusting to us 
and we feel compelled to do something about 
them. 

We wish to contribute money to help the 
young generation of Negroes In their 
struggle to attain the status of citizens of 
the United States of America. To take care 
of bonds, legal eicpenses and the many other 
eicpenses lnevltably Involved they must have 
money-much more money than can come 
from their own community. If you are In 
sympathy, we ask you to contribute by send
ing your check to J. Neyman, 212 Amherst 
Avenue, Berkeley, Calif. 

Your check should be made payable to: 
Southern Christian Leadership Conference 

(M. L. King's organization). 
Yours sincerely, 

David Blackwell, Owen Chamberlain, 
MUton Chernln, Lucien Le Cam, Ben
son Mates, J . Neyman, Herbert Rob
bins, R.M. Robinson, E.L. Scott, Ken
neth Stampp, George Stewart. 

LARCHMONT, N.Y .. 
July 9, 1964. 

DEAR MR. MORSE: Probably you receive a 
lot of correspondence and therefore I only 
write you a short note to tell you that I ad
mire your courage and stand up to protest 
against the attack of U.S. forces against 
North Vietnam. I know lt was In retalia
tion o! the shooting ln the Gulf of Tonkin 
but our attack went much too far and might 
have had very serious consequences. 
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My wl!e joins me in telling you 

fully agree with your standpoint. 
pity we cannot vote for you. 

that we 
Such a 

Yours very truly, 
M. SLUIS. 

AUGUST 10, 1964. 
DEAR MR. SENATOR: You and Senator 

GRUENING deserve the grateful plaudit of 
those Americans who question the wisdom of 
our actions In Vietnam- past and present. 

One can only wish that there were more 
men In the Senate who shared with you the 
conviction, and the courage to express it, 
that our course is wrong no matter how one 
looks at lt--and that we must work for a 
negotiated settlement sooner rather than 
later. 

Very truly yours, 
HOPE SHAPIRO. 

BERKELEY, CALIF., 
August 7, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MoRsE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : We have just read 
your article in the progressive and heard 
of your speech in the Senate on the "support 
the President" resolution. 

We would like to express our wholehearted 
support for your views in both Instances, 
Please consider this a support of Senator 
GRUENING also. 

SincerelY:, 
WARREN LEVINSON, M.D. 

Los ANGELES, CALIF., 
August 9, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MoRsE, 
Senate Office Buildi ng, 
Washington, D .C . 

DEAR Sm: I am in full agreement with the 
stand you have taken In regard to our posi
tion in southeast Asia, and deeply respect 
your courage and integrity. I have written 
to Senators KUCHEL and FULBRIGHT to con
vey to them my feelings , and have urged that 
they also support the stand you have taken. 
If the Government is truly the voice of the 
people, then let the people be heard. Actions 
speak louder than words. Let our Govern
ment take some positive action In favor of a 
reduction of war, not an escalation of war. 

I would feel a much greater pride in my 
Government if collectively It posesssed the 
same high degree of Integrity that you do. 
Thank you, for giving me something to be 
proud of. 

Sincerely, 
Mrs. NANCY E. RUHL. 

Los ANGELES, CALIF., 
August 7, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I am writing be<:ause 
I like your views on Vietnam. From otlher 
things I have read , people I have talked to, 
and from other things the United States bas 
done In foreign countries, I am Inclined to 
agree with you. If you were not telling 
what you thought was the truth I could not 
see any motive for It-It probably Is an un
popular move to take--thus I am proud of 
you, and th ink you must have some Informa
tion that the newspapers do not generally 
say. If you or your secretary have time, 
could you please inform me a little of this 
Information? (Bad sentence structure but 
you aren't my English teacher) or tell me 
your source? 

Thank you very much. 
A registered voter, 

PATRICIA SILBERT. 

SAN JOSE, CALIF., 
August 12, 1964 . 

DEAR SENATOR WAYNE MORSE: It made me 
feel proud that there was one Member in the 
Congress who stood up and said that we (the 
United States) also were guilty of aggression 
In the Vietnam conflict. 

Not all Americans feel that this is the way 
to have pea.oe and not all Americans a.re 
100 percent solidly behind the President in 
this venture. 

I want to congratulate you on your cour
age to say what you did, because I am not 
proud to be an American today. Keep up 
your courage and speak out loud and strong 
always. 

Sincerely yours, 
Mrs. ANN RADU. 

Los ANGELES, CALIF., 
August 9, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
T he Senate, 
Washington, D .C. 

HONORABLE SENATOR: In behalf of over 2,000 
members of the Los Angeles JeWlsh Cultural 
and Fraternal Clubs, we wish to convey to 
you our heartfelt appreciation and full 
endorsement on your stand in southeast 
Asia. We fully endorse your statement 
"The United States has much to lose and 
little to gain by continuing its unilateral 
military action in southeast Asia, unsanc
tioned by the United Nations and unaccom
panied by allies." 

We wlsh to add that your voice for peace 
will well be remembered ln this country, 
and ~choed throughout the world , bringing 
new hope to those Jiving under guns now, 
and those who still hope for a peaceful solu
tion of problems through the use of the 
United Nations instead of bombs and de
stroyers. 

We wish you good health and a long life, 
so that, you may continue in your fight for 
life and happiness !or us and for the world. 

Respectfully yours, 
NATHAN GARFIELD, 

President. 
SARAH GILBERT, 

Secretary. 

ST. PETERSBURG, FLA., 
A1Lgust 8, 1964. 

The Honorable WAYNE MoRsE, 
Senate Office B uilding, 
Washington, D .C . 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : In order not to take 
up too much of your valuable time I shall 
be brief. 

This is to thank you from the bottom of 
my heart for having a Senator like you in 
our troubled country. I am, of course, re
ferring to your courageous stand In the 
North Vietnam matter. But there were nu
merous other occasions on which you showed 
an attitude that inspired us with confidence 
in the future of the United States. Inci
dentally I had the privilege to hear your 
heart-to-heart talk on the preservation of 
our natural resources. 

May God give you strength to carry on 
your noble cause unflinchingly. I pray that 
more of our representatives will be enlight
ened and talk and act accordingly, so that 
the name of our country will not go down in 
shame In history. 

Please do not bother to answer this Jetter. 
I hold you In great admiration and esteem, 
dear Senator. 

Sincerely, 
OTTO HOKE, M.D. 

ELK RIVER, MINN ., 
August 10, 1964 . 

The Honorable WAYNE MORSE, 
Senator from Oregon, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : I wish to commend 
you for your stand on the Vetnam situation, 
not only for your vote against giving the 
President unlimited powers to wage war, but 
on your stand on this thing all along. In 
the face of almost unanimous opposition by 
members of both pttrtles. your stand is sim
ply heroic. 

When the truth of this thing comes out, 
and I predict that it will not be long in 
coxnlng, both you and Sena.tor GRUENING wlll 
stand out as the only true statesmen In the 
U.S. Senate. I am sending a. carbon copy of 
this letter to Senator GRUENING and in
forming the President, through Ralph Dun
gan, of my sentiments in the Vietnam af
fair and my praise of you and Senator 
GRUENING . 

With kind regards to both you and Sena
tor GRUENING. 

BERYL M. SEDERBERG. 

MAMARONECK, N.Y., 
August 6, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Thank you tor your 
brave position on the current Vietnam crisis. 
As a mother of three young girls, I worry 
about the world-!! there will be a world
that they will grow up Into. Thank you for 
them. The alternatives of a military ap
proach seem to be: one. either a Jong, costly, 
futile war with a dreadful loss of life and 
suffering, or two, esclatlon Into a major 
war Igniting World War III . 

I t seems to me, at this point th~ only sane 
solution Is to reconvene the Geneva Confer
ence with the United States and China parl 
tlclpating, and to redefine the meaning of 
neutralization of southeast Asia . In addi
tion, new guarantees---perhaps a United Na
tion's observer force--should be worked out 
to implement agreements. 

I would be most graiteful for a copy of the 
complete statement you made yesterday. 
Again, my heartfelt thanks--

Sincerely, 
WESLEY STROMBERG. 

P .S.-I have also written the President of 
my deep concern . 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

EXETER, N.H., 
August 6, 1964 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: As an admirer of 
the late Bob LaFollette. I am very interested 
in the ways you have sought to carry on bis 
tradition. Today I am concerned about the 
situation In southeast Asia. 

The New York Times reported on August 6, 
1964, page 6, that you told the Senate that 
South Vietnamese naval vessels bombarded 
two North Vietnamese islands Within 3 to 6 
miles of the North Vietnam coast before the 
attacks on the U.S. dest royers. It reported 
that you said that U .S. naval vessels were 
patrolling nearby during the attack. It said 
that you cited newspaper reports as your 
source. 

I have not seen such newspaper reports. 
but I would greatly appreciate It if you could 
direct me to your source. 

Please send me any Information you can. 
We must know the truth. 

Best wishes, 
EuGENE A. MANNING. 

HONORABLE (I mean that) Sm: Thank you 
for h aving the only sane voice on the south
east Asia question. 

Would it be possible to have copies of your 
remarks of the last few days? 

Respectfully, 
H . J . OETTINGER. 

MOUNT LAWLEY, W.A., AUSTRALIA, 
Au.gust 6, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MoRSE, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR: Just a note to say how much 
you are admired for your statement regard
ing the action In North Vietnam. I am very 
proud to be an American when you are In 
the Senate--wllen anyone can speak the 
truth. 

It Is very difficult to decide what action the 
Nation should take, but it must not ration
alize, It must be aware of the truth iu de-
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termlnlng the course to take. How quickly 
!orgotten Is the reaction to Russian forces In 
CUba-further from the United States than 
the Navy Is from North Vietnam. 

As long as you keep your mlnd &nd spirit 
open, &et and speak the truth, you will be 
performing your hlghest !unction as a man. 

Sincerely, 
MARCO MCCLINTOCK. 

SARATOGA, CALIF., 
Aug1ist 11 , 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Of/ice Building, 
Washtngtan, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : Please accept my ex
pression or appreciation !or your courage and 
integrity in- the Senate debate on the Presi
dent's proposed resolution over Vietnam. It 
Is regrettable that you have to carry this 
heavy load almost alone, but your record 
indicates that you will not be easUy swayed 
from what you believe to be true. 

Cordla.lly yours, 
HARRY MARGOWS. 

BROOKLYN,N .Y., 
Augu.st 10, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Thank you so much 
for your strong and clear statement on the 
real Issues Involved in the Vietnam crisis. 
Rather than blindly following the rallying 
call tor swl1t "counter-aggression to preserve 
pe&ee," you emphasized the basic issues of 
world pe&ee and morality. Also, you brought 
to the attention of the American people the 
fact that quite possibly we helped to provoke 
the whole recent incident by stationing our 
Navy·s boats as a cover for South Vietnamese 
naval raids on the North Vietnamese coast. 
This thought puts the whole situation in a 
very dl1rerent perspective. 

.Americans everywhere should be grateful 
!or your courage in revealing the truth to 
the world and bringing out the necessity !or 
pe&ee and negotiation Instead of simply go
ing along with majority opinion. 

Sincerely yours, 
LAURIE APPELL. 

BRONX,N.Y ., 
August 11, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : We are glad that you 
had the courage and wisdom to vote against 
the joint congressional resolution giving the 
President power ~o take "all necessary meas
ures to repel attack and prevent aggression 
1n southeast Asia." We have been heartened 
by your stand against furt her Involvement 
there and In support of o:µr getting out o! 
southeast Asia . 

We believe we can better stop communism 
by making democracy work even better in 
thls country, and by offering technical as
sistance to the underdeveloped countries 
through such agencies as the United Nations 
and the Peace Corps. Let ua always seek to 
remove the causes or war and build the 
framework of peace. Thank you for your 
elforts. 

Yours truly, 
Mrs. VIRGINIA IsEcKE. 
WILLIAM ISECKE. 
JOHN lsECKE. 

MODESTO, CALIF., 
August 13, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Wash i ngton, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : I am writ ing to con
gratulate you on your courageous stand 
against the Johnson admlnlstra.tlon In Its 
conduct of the war In Vietnam. 

I heard your speech on TV and thought 
that your analysis of the problem there to 
be superb, I.e . (We are trying to solve an 
economic and political problem by exclu
sively military means.) 

I hope you continue your fight !or sanity 
in the conduct o! our foreign affairs. 

HOWARD TEN BRINK. 

AUGUST 11, 1964. 
DEAR SllNATOR MORSE: This clipping ap

peared In the Atlanta Journ.ILl today. This 
newspaper does not speak for the whlte citi
zens of A t lla.n ta. 

As tor m1ysel!-keep up the good work. I 
agree with you 100 percent. 

CARL AMERSON, 
,( White Democrat for Goldwater. 

P .S.- It took a stupid jerk to write some
thing like this : 

[From tlle Atlanta Journa l , August 1964) 

MORSE ON VIETNAM 
Oregon ls a far and distant place from 

where we sit and we a.re not qualified to 
assess the streak o! madness In that State 
whlch keeps WAYNE MORSE In the Senate. 

While the country rushed out a strong 
support !or President J ohnson In the retalia
tory air strikes against North Vietnam, Sena
tor MORSE had other sentiments. 

He roun.dly damned the President for his 
stand and screamed to high Heaven because 
ot a reso utlon In Congress to back the 
President. 

In his t ade he charged that the United 
States hacf been just as much a provocateur 
In South Vietnam as had North Vietnam; 
that this country had violated the United 
Nations Charter and the Geneva accord; and 
that a U,.S. policy o! trying to Impose a 
government of Its own choosing "upon a seg
ment or 1Ule old colony of Indochlna has 
caught up with us." 

The Senator makes no comment on the 
desperate .need for the war In South Vietnam 
to be won: Defeat ultimately mean s the loss 
of southeast Asia to the Reds. 

We can't explain the madness In Oregon 
which sen•ds Mr. MORSE to the Senate but we 
think we l!filOW what Is wrong with the man's 
thinking. We recall It has b4len said that the 
poor fellow literally was kicked In the head 
by a hors~ when he was young. 

Sena.tor W'AYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Butlcting, 
Washingtcm, D .C. 

TRACY, CALIP., 
Au gust IO, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : I wish to thank you 
for your c•ourageous stand on opposing Presi
dent Johnson's reprisal activities in Vietnam. 
I also commend your public statement of 
opposition. to U.S . intervention In South Viet
nam as it appeared In the article "Humpty 
Dumpty Ip Vietnam" In the August 1964, 
Progressive. Such sincere opposition to the 
a.dmlnlstr1 tlon's foreign policy cannot but 
help to guide public opinion to a saner view 
of U.S. ln~•olvement. 

Sln1~erely, 

Hon . WAY:NE MORSE, 
U .S. Sena1te, 
Washington, D.C. 

NAOMI RIPPIN. 

WICHITA, KANS., 
August 12, 1964. 

DEAR SliNATOR MORSE : As a longtime ad
mirer of lrours I want to express to you my 
appreciation for your courageous opposition 
to the recent congressional resolution sup
port ing President Johnson's policy In south
east Asia. Sadly I mus t confess that I am 
appalling~¥ Ignorant of the real situation in 
tha t part of the world, and this In spite of 
the fact 1;hat I read the Sunday edition of 
the New York Times religiously. Would you 
kindly sex)d me a copy of your remarks on 
this Issue'? 

Once 9.ll:aln let me say tllat the people of 
this country can be grateful for men such 
as you in the U.S . Senate. Wben I saw you 
Interviewed on television la.st week, I re
m arked to my wife, "He ls like one of Cicero's 
'conscript fathers.' There Is something Ro
man and stoic In his Integrity." 

Sln•:erely, 
JOHN MITCHELL . 

CHAMPAIGN, ILL., 
August 10, 1964. 

MY DEAR SENATOR MORSE: It requires great 
moral courage to stand alone against an 
emotion swept crowd or to adopt an unpopu
lar stand. 

Yea.rs ago, one of the first "modernistic" 
paintings I ever saw was entitled "The Brave 
Are Lonely." It ma.de quite an Impression 
on me. 

Because I am afraid that just now you may 
be feeling lonely and somewhat Hke the 
small boy who said, "Nobody loves me; I'm 
going out In the garden and eat worms," I 
am writing this to say that I think you are 
right a.bout Vietna m , and I wish your sug
gested policy would be adopted. 

I think the Republicans a.re advocatlng all 
these reckless " get tough" policies purposely 
to try to get us Into war while the Democrats 
are In power so they can again pin the label 
"war pa rty" on us . 

Good luck and more power to you. 
An Illinois admirer and supporter, 

DOROTHY C. WILLCOXEN. 

DEVILS LAKE, N. DAK., 
August 9, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : I want to express my 
apprecia tion o! your efforts In the behalf of 
the policy In Vietnam. There a.re other Sena
tors who were elected because of their liberal 
policies In regard to peace, and In support of 
taking our d1f!lcultles to the United Nations 
who have kept silent. 

I don't know why they a.re silent. Perhaps 
It Is that they know the power of our war 
m achlne--they want more missile bases and 
so forth- they're afraid of unpopular 
action- worried about their bread and butter. 

Thanks, and more power to you. 
Sincerely, 

Mrs . LILLIAN LEE. 

AFRICAN STUDIES CENTER, UCLA, 
Los Angeles Calif., August 12, 1964. 

President LYNDON B. JOHNSON, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR PRESIDENT JOHNSON: As best as I have 
been able to piece together a picture of 
events in Vietnam from various American 
and European news media, I have come to 
the conclusion that the South Vietnam gov
ernment Is not being threatened primarily 
by external aggression, but rather by internal 
civil war whlch ls being carried out by people 
who have legitimate political grievances and 
who h a ve social, economic, and political h.tms 
which could be (though whlch would not 
necessarily be) beneficial to the people of 
Vietnam as a whole. 

I strongly support the minority (at pres
ent) position of Senators MoRSE and GRUEN
ING that the United States should disengage 
luel! from Vietnam as soon as possible. 

Respectfully yours, 
PAUL NEWMAN, 

Peace Carps Volunteer in Nigeria, 1961- 63 . 

Los ANGELES, CALIF., 
August 11, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : I would like to com
mend you on your courageous stand on the 
Vietnam crisis In Congress. It Is extremely 
Important that this mess be straightened out 
as soon as possible In order to Insure a se
cure peace In the world and to ease tens ion 
tha t Is gaining momentum In our world . 

I am with you all the way-keep up the 
good work . 

Slncerely yours, 
MYRA CoODLEY. 

SAN FllANCfSCO, CALD'. , 
August 11, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I want to commend 
and thank you !or your vote on the Vietnam 
resolution. Your firm stand on this Issue 
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from the beginning has been one of high 
principle and courage-qualities which the 
vote showed have become almost nonexistent 
in our elected representatives. 

Be assured tha.t you h ave a great body of 
opinion behind you- far beyond that re
flected by the vote. Tragically. It Is largely 
silent. May we hope that your voice of lead
ership will loosen these f earful. silent voices. 

Slnc,erely yours, 
Mrs . c . H . DoasET. 

WASHINGTON, D.C., 
August 12, 1964. 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR: I appreciate your firm 
stand on Vietnam and am In complete agree
ment with you. I am taking the time to say 
so because courage Is a lonely road. 

Our policy In Vietnam ls Immoral and I 
have written the President to say so. 

Very truly yours, 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

Lou. BOSWELL. 

UKIAH, CALll"., 
August 8, 1964. 

DEAR Sm: It seems safe to assume that you 
are receiving quite a few outraged letters 
from indignant "patriots"; therefore I feel 
that those who admire your lonely and cour
ageous stand should not be silent. 

I suppose the world will not change until 
a sutllclent number of people attain to a level 
of consciousness where they can see and not 
:feel threatened by an opponent's point of 
view and where they can discard sel!-rlght
eous rationalizations of their own motives. 
It would be truly Inspiring to see our own 
country lead the way toward that new ma
turity. 

In the meantime we owe a debt of grati
tude to lonely voices like yours for opposing 
a resolution to give one man the power to 
dispose over 190 million 11 ves. 

May you long keep your role as a Senate 
gadfly, ready to puncture sel!-righteousness, 
smugness, complacency and that national 
pride which has been the cause of all wara 
throughout history. 

Very truly yours, 
GERTRUDE RoBERTS. 

DOWNSVIEW, ONTARIO, 
August 7, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR Sm: My husband and I, a U.S. citizen 
now resident In Canada, support and approve 
your views re U.S. Interference In foreign 
matters--£peclflca.lly, Vietnam. 

Cheers for your courage to express your 
convictions. 

Sincerely yours, 
JEAN PAPERNICK. 

BEVERLEY HILLS, CALXF., 
Aeyu.st 11, 1964. 

The Honorable Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOa MORSE: I am 21, a senior In 
political science, and campaign coordinator 
of the San Fernando Valley State College 
Young Democrats Club. 

Please be reassured that you have the un
daunted support and respect of this unin
t!midated writer. I still refuse to believe 
that the presence of our military In southeast 
Asia will do anything but perpetuate an un
popular and worthless war which we have no 
business participating In. 

Our politicians have proposed everything 
except ending our part In this war. \ Many 
others herewith join me In imploring you to 
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continue your fight against this wanton 
warmongering. 

Sincerely wishing you my best regards, 
AJ.J.R M. GoLDSKITH. 

SAN JOSE, CALll"., 
August 11, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE. 
DEAR SENATOR: Fifty years ago this month 

the arrogant, power-drunk rulers of Europe 
plunged the world Into war. The untold 
destruction, death, misery and the reper
cussions are yet with us. 

Revolutions swept the world, old dynasties 
disappeared, social, political, moral collapse. 

It was a terrtble thing they d id In August 
1914. 

They were the extremists of their time, the 
jingoists. The people wanted peace. They, 
the rulers, spoke of national pride and posi
tion etc., just as now. 

We must tell the people the whole truth, 
Senator. 

More later. 
Respect!ully, 

J ORN SEIDL. 

THE UNrvERsITY OI' CHICAGO, 
Chicago, Ill., August 13, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATO:& MORSE: I would like to ex
press my sympathy and complete agreement 
with your stand on the recent Vietnamese 
crisis. It Is a pleasure to see one voice In 
the Senate symbolizing the c:ourage and con
viction necessary to express an objective view 
of this situation. 

Please, again, accept my congratulations. 
Respectfully yours, 

MATTHEW H. NrTECKI, 
Curator. 

Los ALTOS, CALIF., 
Au.gust 10, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR MR. MORSE: This ls not a fetter from 
a professional letterwrlter, In fact, I have 
never written a letter to the ed.ltor, the 
President or any public official, but I feel 
that the time has come that I must join you 
in speaking one's mind and to let you know 
that you're not a.lone in this and many other 
unpopular causes • • • there have been 
many times before this when I thought I 
should write to recom.mend you for your ac
tions. But It seems there ls a noisy minority 
that sounds llke a majority until an in
dividual like mysel! feels that perhaps he la 
all alone • • • maybe just a crank, but I 
feel that my rejection of President Johnson's 
action Is justified. 

To begin with, I tried on several occasions 
to hea r on the radio what it was you said. 
In full, but I have only been given short 
lines, but never your full co=ent. It seems 
that the American press should see to It that 
when a minority oplnlon Is expressed, they 
should take care to see, at least, that minority 
oplnlon is given a full report so that people 
may see both sides of an issue to draw an 
oplnlon. If both Houses of Congress give 
unanimous support to Johnson, I hope they 
had more information that I have been able 
to glean from my local newspapers. The 
facts I don't know are: 

1. What were the American destroyers do
ing In that area? I'm willing to accept that 
American merchant ships may go wherever 
their business takes them Into any Interna
tional waters, and that men-of-war may go 
with them 1f they have been attacked In the 
normal process of their business, but I can
not accept that ships of war may go wher
ever they please, It seems that their moves 

should be controlled by the discretion or 
what 18 the state or apprehension they may 
cause, the tensions of any given area and 
what their appearance might ca.use. I be
lieve that If 3 to 12 miles ls the llm1t or 
commercial bee.ts, then perhaps we should 
have 300 to 400 miles for the modern ships
.of-war with missiles, etc. 

2. Just exactly where were those ships 
when attacked? I would like to see on a true 
scale map just exactly where they were so 
that it overcomes these rough drawings that 
show a ship that ls 60 miles long sitting Inno
cently in the center of a bay only 140 miles 
wide. 

3. How and why did we arrive at a deci
sion to send those sblpe In that area? Did It 
have anything to do with Kbanh's agitation 
to Invade the North? It has always appeared 
to me that Syngman Rhee agitated the North 
into an attack on the South especially after 
be had received Dulles' unquallfl.ed sup
port • • • It Is also worthwhile t.o note that 
Rhee bad lost, or his party had loot, the elec
tions about 3 or 4 weeks before the fight 
bad broken out. 

4. Was President Johnson being motivated 
by the Goldwater attack on the administra
tion as "being too soft,• with the net affect 
that Johnson becomes too tough • • • be 
certainly took the wind out or GoLDwATD's 
sails by that blast. 

5 . Was It necessary to make 63 sorties? 
It seems that It would have been bad enough 
to have destroyed two PT boats tor having the 
inSOlence Of making a pass at a destroyer. 
Who ca.res If they want to say we are a "paper 
tiger.H We know what we a.re • • • O!' do 
we? It seems that we are trying to prove 
something else. I surely wish I knew what 
it was. 

6. How many lives were destroyed by our 
bombs? No estimates were given. Neither 
have I read of any reports of It • • • other 
than American, I mean. (Thls reminds me 
of when Britain bombed Egypt: all I can ever 
remember reading was all the military Instal
lations being destroyed but apparently with
out any casualties.) 

7. Is there any similarity between what 
the Japanese Army and Navy and government 
leaders did to the Japanese people? They 
created situations which the Japanese Diet 
nearly overwhelmingly approved. Then a new 
situation, and then another until 1n the 
mounting crisis all opposition had to be re
moved so that before they entered Into an 
all-out war, they bad a rubberstamp Diet. 

8. Why ls It that the military, or the CIA, 
or the State Department or somewhere along 
the line there seems to be either bad coordi
nation or dupliclty? I can't help but think 
of the U- 2 incident. It was very untimely 
from my point Of view • • • but perhaps 
not to someone else's. Has anyone ever un
covered the :facts as to who gave the order 
for Powers to fly during that period? Every
one knew that large risks were taken (out
side of the moral question) then why did they 
allow b1m or order him to fly when Eisen
hower was going to the summit meeting 
which we are still yet avoiding. I sometimes 
wonder If this wasn't deliberate planning 
along the line somewhere because It did 
avoid a summlt even yet. 

.Please excuse all these questions, but I 
would surely like to be informed as to what 
goes. I just don't feel that I'm getting all 
the facts because things just don't make 
sense. Could you help by directing me to 
the right sources to read so that I might be 
a better ln.!ormed citizen? If they are not 
avaUable to the public, then surely a con
gressional Committee should undertake the 
job of putting together the facts. I'm really 
serious about this question • • • I'm like 
Will Rogers: "I only know what I read In the 
newspapers." 
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You may not agree with some of the an

swers I propose, but until I can get better 
facts, I can only surmise. Nevertheless, I 
still want to say that I compare you with a 
few of those brave souls ln this world who 
are willing to stand up and be counted • • • 
11.ke those rare few who stood up against 
Hitler, the Japanese police, Stalin and hJs 
forces of security. May God bless you and 
your kind. 

Very sincerely, 
HAROLD H . ALLDIS. 

P.S.-I had really planned to get Involved 
in politics this year because I feel that GoLD
WATER has alerted me to how far we have 
drifted, so that now, even the John Birch 
Society has become acceptable. But John
son's excessive action has really contused me. 
I! this ts the kind of action I wanted, I would 
vote for GoLDWATER. Please don't Jet the 
Democrats be a "me t~but better" propo
sition. Stand for the direct opposite o! GOLD
WATER and give the American people a chance 
to vote on something. John.son's action 
causes me to fear the worst: Perhaps GoLD
WATER has a better grasp o! the American 
voters mind, fears, and prejudice than I do. 
Maybe I am just a crank or a noncon!ormls~ 
or just a tuzzyheaded idealist or maybe a 
part of all these things, but I do hope I have 
the chance to vote on the inward feelings 
I have about clvll rights and falrplay at home 
and abroad. I pray that the Democrats might 
provide that this year. 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Of/ice Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

LEMONT, ILL ., 
August 7, 1964. 

DEA& SENATOR MORSE: Although I have 
already wired you two congratulatory mes
sages after having seen you on television 
and admired your courageous stand, I am 
adding further heartfelt gratitude to you 
here. 

I hope you can spare a moment to read 
the enclosed copy , my Jetter to the Port
land Oregonian editor. I have sent a copy 
of a similar Jetter to the Chicago Tribune to 
Senators F'uLBRIGHT and DoUGLAS. 

Gratefully yours, 
MARY PHILLIPS. 

LEMONT, !LL., 
August 7 , 1964. 

EDITOR, 
The Peoples Own Corner, 
Portland Oregonian, 
Portland, Oreg. 

Sm: A widely quoted observation that 
"Truth Is the first casualty of war," should 
have been pondered by our Government and 
a thorough Investigation ma.de to determine 
whether it was North or South Vietnamese 
forces which attacked our naval vessels In 
the Tonkin Gui! . 

Seymour Topping reported from Saigon 
(Chicago's American, August 5), that 
rumors or a coup d'etat were circulating 
there: "U.S. officials were concerned about 
the polltlcal deterioration In Saigon. Un
rest In the capital was attributed more to a 
clash o! rival political and mllltary person
alities than to pressure !rom Communist 
Vietcong Insurgents." 

In recent weeks numerous reports have 
come !rom Vietnam that high placed mlll
tary and poll tic al leaders were hostile to 
Khanh and wanted to get rtd o! him. Is 
It not possible that one of these !actions 
might have plotted the attack on the Mad
dox In the hope that an expanded war would 
result and that the added turmoil would 
help them to unseat Khanh? Or on the 
other band, Khanh himself might have been 
the perpetrator of the crime In the belle! 
that expanded war would help him to hold 
on. 

There are so many possibilities that we 
were m.lslnformed, I consider It a tragic error 

that we did not hold our fire. Both sides 
should have been heard ln the United Na
tions Security Council before we opened 
fire. 

I am deeply grateful for the courageous 
stand o! the Honorable Senator from 
Oregon, WAYNE Moasz, against expansion o! 
the war. I congratulate all Oregonl&nS on 
their election ot this great statesman. We 
need more like him. 

Very sincerely yours, 
MARY PHILLIPS. 

LAKESIDE, Omo, 
Augmt 7, 1964. 

Whereas we have for SOllle time viewed 
with deep concern the Increasing involve
ment o! American troops In the war in Viet
nam; and 

Whereas we feel that the expansion o! 
Communist infiuence in this area Is being 
abetted rather than curbed by the present 
m111tary action; and 

Whereas we are convinced that the crisis 
In this area. must ultimately be resolved 
around the conference table : 

Therefore, we Unitarlan-Universallsts 
whose names appear below and w'ho are 
attending the Ohlo-MeadvUle District's Sum
mer Institute at Lakeside, Ohio, respectfully 
urge our Congressmen to do a.JI In their 
power: (1) to prevent the further esca.J.atlon 
of the mllltary action In Vietnam and south
east Asia and (2) to seek means of settling 
this crisis by means of conference. 

Clarence Hunter, Worthington, Ohio. 
Hannah Gall, Erle, Pa. 
Carole Kirby, Bowling Green. Ohio. 
Keith L . Smith, Charleston, W. Va. 
R. F. Flnston, Worthington, Ohio. 
Wave A. Hunter, Worthington, Ohio. 
Lucy Perry Buchanan, Columbus, Ohio. 
Richard~- Gilbert, Charleston, W . Va. 
Hans C. Hoornstra. Cleveland, Ohio. 
David S. Gltrord, Columbus, Ohio. 
Bonita M . Post, Cleveland, Ohio. 
Dorothy K. Gl.fford, Columbus, Ohio. 
Ruth C . Achenbach, Columbus, Ohio. 
Alice Mae Richards, Akron, Ohio. 
Helen H. Dick, Belpre, Ohio. 
Nancy C. Taylor, Pittsburgh , Pa. 
Mary Silverman, Berea, Ohio. 
Victor Silverman, Berea, Ohio. 
Lyman Achenbach, Columbus, Ohio. 
Fay P. Hoornstra, Cleveland, Ohio. 
Dorothea A. Strong, Alllson Park, Pa. 
Marion Henry. Erle , Pa. 
Donna Childers, Columbus, Ohio. 
Anna Carolyn Veith, Westlake, Ohio. 
Carol F . Schultz, Vienna, Ohio. 
John A. Childers. Columbus, Ohio. 
Ben Kjllchn, K ent, Ohio. 
Barbara St.ark, Tipton, Ga . 
Kenneth S. Stark, Tipton, Ga. 
Robert 0 . Shepard, Stow, Ohio. 
Patricia S . Bieber, Cleveland, Ohio. 
Dorothy M . Austin , Bay VU!age, Ohio. 

Senator WAYNE MoRSE, 
Senate Office Butldtng, 
Washtngton, D .C. 

CHICAGO, ILL ., 
August 11, 1964. 

DEAR SIR: I would like to voice my support 
for your stand taken recently In opposition 
to Increased U .S. military action In southeast 
Asia. 

It Is becom.lng more and more apparent 
that the United States Is headed toward a 
policy o! rejecting negotiation and the only 
sensible answer to the problems o! southeast 
Asia, neu trallza tlon of the en tire area. It 
seems we would rather spend enormous sums 
o! money on mllltary operations under the 
banner of "victory In South Vietnam" but 
whose etl'orts result only in more bodies 
strewn about the South Vietnam countryside 
and whose ultimate result may be another 
Korea, In a much more explosive Internation
al atmosphere. 

The U.S. cannot go on equating neutrallza-

tlon of southeast Asia wl"th loss o! the area 
to the Communists. This nttltude completely 
eliminates the posslblllty o! a lasting and 
peaceful answer to ~outheost Asia's problems. 

It Is my opinion that t.he only answer to 
the confilot In Vietnam Is a plan such as 
that favored In most European countries, 
that Is neutralization no•t only o! Vietnam 
but of the entire southeas1; Asia area. Surely 
all parties Involved could reach some sort o! 
acceptable agreement 1! the United States 
would put Its support beh~nd such a proposal. 
I sincerely hope you will continue your ef
forts to push our southeEISt Asian policy in 
a more sensible direction. 

Sincerely, 
WU.LIAM DOMBROWSKI . 

Senator WAYNE MoasE, 
washtngton, D.O. 

NAPA, CALIF., 
August 9, 1964 . 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : Bless you . Just 
when I am about to give up on the Integrity 
ot our country's posture In this troubled 
world your clear voice rings out and restores 
some o! the national selt-respect I keep los
ing. 

Not that I have much hope. Why must we 
always wage peace with •our friends rather 
than our adversaries? My father used to 
quote some one who said "As etrectlve as to 
strike the sky with a rod o! smoke." Ameri
can citizens owe you a huavy debt o! grati
tude !or your always forthright d evotion to 
truth !or the truth's sake. 

Sincerely, 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
washtngton, D.C. 

LOUISE SCHULZE. 

ATLANTA, GA ., 
August 6, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : ~though we are not 
residents o! your home Sfate of Oregon my 
wife and I would like to extend to you our 
very deep appreciation tor your courage In 
speaking out so forthrightly In the present 
crisis concerning southeas11 Asia. Your voice 
has been among the fevv that have been 
raised against our highly dangerous policy 
that appears to be leading towards full scale 
war. Especially dreadful In the situation Is 
the administration's tend•ency to cope with 
the Goldwater problem by giving In to just 
a little bit o! Goldwaterlsm in foreign policy. 
President J ohnson, even 1! he would wish to, 
Is not likely to win a conitest with the Re
publican candidate as to who can adopt a 
more belllgerent stance. The shame of It ls 
that there Is good reason ;o believe that our 
unilateral commitments in Vietnam are dis
tinctly unpopular and that the country really 
would listen to an approa.ch geared to find
ing a peaceful solution t<> the confilct. In 
any event It Is most enciouraglng to know 
that some Members of the Senate are exert
ing leadership In leading us to deal with this 
problem In rational, constructive terms. 

I would very appreciate your having sent 
on to us available copies or some of your 
recent Senate statements dealing with the 
Vietnam problem. 

With many thanks tor your brave efforts 
tor pence. 

Sincerely yours, 

F'RE!DERICK, MD., 
August 7 , 1961 . 

Sena.tor WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Bttildtng, 
Washtngton, D .C . 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Your position on the 
activities o! the U.S. mlllta.ry In South Viet
nam, as I understand It fr1om TV newscasts , 
Is that the U.S. mllltary should not be there; 
that the United States Is committing military 
provocation In n situation which ls economic 
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and political. You would have the United 
States get out of Vietnam. 

The argument for U.S. action ln Vietnam 
ls based on the assumption (presumption?) 
of m!llta.ry activity in South Vietnam on the 
part o! North Vietnam. I do not know !! the 
"Vietcong" are South Vietnamese rebels or 
are North Vietnamese; whether the North 
Vietnamese inspired a rebell!on in the lower 
country by sending In "subversives" or or
ganized and/or staffed rebel forces or neither 
o! these; whether or not the people, the 
"peasants," o! South Vietnam favor the Sai
gon or local governments and system or !avor 
Communist control. 

I do not know how to judge the Vietnamese 
situation because I do not know the facts. 
I have only news reports and commentators' 
views to go on. Your views, I feel, are based 
not on anti-Communist prejudgment, but on 
interpretation o! facts and rights of nations 
and peoples. 

I ask you to supply me,!! convenient, with 
the salient !acts on the Vietnam problem or 
to tell me where I might find them. 

I request thlll tn!ormatlon not as a con
stituent, but as an American concerned with 
U.S. foreign policy. 

Sincerely yours, 
ROBERT W. Bun.ER. 

RICHMOND, VA., 
Au.gust 5, 1964. 

Hon. WAYNE MoRSE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Your office has a 
request for the pages from CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD containing your remarks concerning 
your efforts to reduce current foreign aid ap
propriations. But I now must make another 
request. Will you see that I get for my 
private library, the pages of the RECORD con
taining the remarks you wm make tomorrow 
about the "Resolution" on this Vietnam 
(North) action we are fooling with, so very 
far out of U.N. charter. 

Thanking you very much for your kind
kindness, I am, 

Respectfully, 
LESTER H. KYLE, 

Lieutenant Colonel, A.U.S. (Retired). 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

Au.gust 6, 1964. 

DEAB SENATOR MORSE: Although I do not 
belleve I agree with your point of view on 
our involvement in southeast Asia, I cannot 
help but agree that our presence inside a 
bay surrounded by Communist controlled 
countries was provoking (one needs only to 
think of our response to the Cuban threat 
and CUba ls not in the Gulf of Mex:lco, but 
more than 90 rnUes out to sea toward the 
ocean). Be that as It may, I would like to 
oongratulate you for your courage in pre
senting dissenting views to our national 
pollcy at a time when It ls most dlfflcult. 

If your office has copies of your speeches 
on Vietnam readily avallable. my w!!e and 
I would like very much to receive coploo of 
the same. 

Sincerely yours, 
MICHAEL B. DANTZ. 

Los ANGELES, CALIF., 
August 9, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MoRsE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: It ls reassuring to 
me to know that we have at least one voice 
of reason In the Government today. I 
greatly admire the stand that you have taken 
1n current issues both on national and inter
national a.lfairs, and especially on the latest 
crises concerning North Vietnam. 

Each day I become more alarmed and 
frightened by the actions and attitudes of 
our leaders 1n the Government. We Jive In 
such perllous times and yet It seems that 
people are motivated more a.nd more by their 
own polltlcal futures. 

I have great admiration for the stand 
that you take because I believe that you are 
one of the very few persons in the Govern
ment who speaks for sanity. 

Sincerely yours, 
GLADYS M. BARR. 

MOUNT HOLLYWOOD 
CoNGREGATIONAL CHURCH, 

Los Angeles, CaZl/., August 10, 1964. 
President LYNDON B. JOHNSON, 
The White Ho'U3e, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR MR. JOHNSON: We are troubled about 
the bombing of Vietnam. The fact that we 
are right, in a strict interpretation of inter
national law, makes us no less troubled. 
We think the central fact ls, our country 
ls interfering in the internal affairs of North 
and South Vietnam, and opposing commu
nls.m does not justify it. Let's aid in neu
tralizing that area In the same way that 
Egypt and India and Yugoslavia and Aus
tria are neutralized; and then let's get our 
troops and Navy out of there. 

Respectfully yours, 
GRACE BOWMAN, 

Secretary, Social Action Committee. 
P.S.-We think it probable that In years 

to come the foreign pollcy dissent of Sena
tors MORSE, Fur.BRIGHT, and GRUENING wU1 
be praised a.s voices of wisdom. 

THE COMMITTEE. 
(Copies to Senators MORSE, F'uLBRIGHT, 

GRUENING.) 

BRYN MAWR, PA., 
August 13, 1964. 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I am writing ln ap
preciation of your forthright refusal to vote 
for the "predated declaration of war." Tb.ls 
business of getting Congress to underwrite a 
policy in the midst of a "crisis" ls a kind of 
bullying that ought to be shown up for what 
lt is. 

Since there is so little editorial support for 
even the slightest questioning of our posi
tion 1n Vietnam, all of us who loathe find
ing our Government pursuing a course of 
action ludicrously indefensible on moral. le
gal, and pragmatic grounds, all o! us owe a 
debt to you as the only man In publlc life 
who calls attention to the fact that our 
policy in southeast Asia ls being ghost
written by John Foster Dulles and Is the 
slbllng of "massive retaliation," "agonizing 
reappraisal" and going to "the brink." I am 
fiercely partisan in this matter: Why should 
Democrats not demand something better 
than a watered down version of Goldwater- _ 
ism? 

I have written urging Senator CLARK to 
support you in calling for a redefinition of 
our policy, or at least of our pollt!cal alms 
in Vietnam. 

Sincerely yours, 
ANN BERTHOFF 

(An old admirer, since the day you 
gave our commencement address, 
Cornell College, 1945.) 

P.S. The Christian Science Monltor (which 
supports not uncritically our efforts ln Viet
nam) prints today (August 13) an excerpt 
from the London Observer questioning our 
policy on two very interesting grounds. My 
guess ls that they would be dellghted to print 
a comment of yours on this analysis. 

''U.S. POLICY IN VIETNAM 
''What ls so worrying about American pol

icy 1n South Vietnam ls not so much Its 
present mll1tancy-whlch is politically and 

diplomatically understanda.ble---but its ap
parent !allure to consider ways o! extricat
ing the Unlted States from a basically un
tenable position. S,een as an attempt to. 
achieve a better negotiating position, the 
U.S. policy make sense. But seen as an at
tempt to win a righteous war, lt ls frankly 
alarming. Yet this is how it ls being pre
sented to the American people, whatever the 
private reservations of some of the policy
makers. 

"There ls a further reason for disquiet. 
America's ml11tancy has increased in propor
tion to Russia's withdrawal from the scene 
in southeast Asia. The administration no 
doubt calculates that, without the backing 
of Russia, China ls in no position to risk 
upgrading the war 1n South Vietnam from a 
guerrilla struggle to a full-scale confilct--in 
which her lack of modern arms, let alone 
nuclear weapons, would put her at a severe 
disadvantage. 

"But, no matter how much Mr. Khrushchev 
might secretly want to see China humUl
ated, could Russia afford to let thlll happen? 
If she dld, China's thesis-that Khrushchev 
Is simply another white-skinned lmperlal!st, . 
no better than the capitalists of Wall Street-
would appear to be vindicated. And China's 
position among the Communist Parties of 
the whole world, !or whose allegiance Mos
cow and Peiping are contesting, would be 
Immeasurably strengthened. 

"It should be the aim of American foreign 
policy to avoid putting the Soviet Union into 
such a position. Russia's partial disengage
ment from southeast Asia may on the face of 
It, have given American greater freedom of 
maneuver-though It may also have weak
ened a restra1n1ng force 1n that part of the 
world. But, unless that !reed.om ls used with 
great discretion, Washington could yet !orce 
the R1lSSians to change their policies and 
hand an unexpected victory to Peiping.-The 
Observer (London)." 

Since the State Department seeks to iden
tify "neutralization" as De Gaulle'!> "sour 
grapes," I think It Is vital for there to be given 
wide publlclty to any statement which makes 
negotiation feasible, a realistic approach and 
just "hurnU!atlng withdrawal.N 

OAK PARK, ILL., 
August 11, 1964. 

Senator MoasE, of Oregon, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I want to thank you 
and praise you for your vote against Presl
dent Johnson's resolution of last Friday. 

What a tradegy to see a great nation like 
the United States of America so misled that 
such a resolution would be accepted and 
approved with only two dissenting votes. 
You should be proud to be one of those dis
senters. May you be richly rewarded. 

My best wishes for your continued success 
and my deepest hopes for your g.row!ng In
fluence in the days to come. 

Sincerely, 
HELEN R. LAUGHLIN. 

PONTIAC, MICH., 
August 13, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MoRsE: I want to state ln a 
few words, I thoroughly agree with you on 
the Vietnam policy and I say there are only 
a few who have the courage to stand up and 
speak for all to hear. 

I hope there will be more like yourself, sir. 
Sincerely, 

Mrs. LE'ITY SPOCK. 

Los ANGELES, CALIP., 
AU.gust 10, 1964. 

Senator w A YNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Once again, may I 
commend you and offer my support !or your 
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clear and sane views on your southeast Asia 
policy. 

Your criticism of our policy on South 
Vietnam and your constant warnings that 
the continued presence of our troope In tba.t 
country w1ll plunge us Into a &ltuation from 
which we will be unable to extricate our
selves Is, unfortunately, fa.st becoming an 
accurate prediction. Yet we continue Jn 
tbe role ot provocateur. 

ConguLtUlatlona for your vote aga.lnst a 
"predated declaration of war." Why more 
of your colleagues were not wtlllng to cast 
their vote against this resolution 1s dl1!1-
cUlt for me to understand. But at lea.st the 
courage of you and Senator GRUENING Is en
couraging. 

Yours very truly, 
VmGINL\ KAHN. 

LEMON GaoVE, CA.LU'. 
DEAR SENATOR MORSE: It Is heart warming 

to us all to hear you speak out so clearly In 
this situation of South Vietnam-we have 
never had any business there--any more than 
we bad in support ot Rhee, Battista, or 
Chang Kat-shek. We need people ltlre you 
in the Senate who think freshly and with 
integrity and who have the courage to ex
press themselves. 

Tbankyou. 
Mrs. OLIVIA W. DAVIS. 

Los ANGBLES, CALD'., 
Aug1LSt 11, 1964. 

D.BAR SENATOR MORSE: When the history ot 
the sordid episode in eoutheast Asia. Is writ
ten, you and Senator GRUENING w1ll be the 
only men in Congress who will stand out as 
fighters against the cynical politics which 
has made this terrible situation possible. 

Sincerely, 
THOMAS .AMNEl1S. 

CRESWELL, OREG., 
Au gust 10, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Wa3hington, D .C. 

DBAB SENATOR MORSE : The cause of world 
law Is very much in your debt because of 
your courageous stand on the Vietnam 
act ton. 

In an hour of increasing conform.Ism It Is 
indeed heartening to know of at lea.st two 
!en who have the courage of their convic
tions, and who are not ea.ally stampeded 
with tbe herd. 

With our thanks and best wishes, 
As ever, 

WESLEY W. NIGHTINGALE. 
JANET ALLEN NIGHTINGALE. 

Senator WAYNE MoasE, 
Senate 01/ice Building, 
Wa3hington, D .C. 

DALLES, OREG., 
August 16, 1964. 

DEAK Ma. MoRsE: First, let me congratu
late you upon your stand concerning the war 
In Vietnam. I believe It takes a very coura
geous person to take such a stand In the face 
o! so much opposition. For what little good 
It may do you, my husband and I want you 
to know that we back you 100 percent on 
this Issue. 

We also want you to know that we support 
S. 1982 and H .R . 7700. 

Mrs. E . W. JACOBSON. 

SANTA MONICA, CALIP., 
August 18, 1964. 

Tbe Honorable w A YNE MORSE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : You h ave m y whole
hearted support in your opposition to pres
ent U.S. policy In South Vietnam. 

I wish there were something I could do to 
Implement your Ideas. 

Very truly, 
ELIZABETH NICHOLSON. 

WESTCHESTJ:ll, lLL., 
Attgu't 9, 1964. 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
U.S. Senate, 
W~htngton, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR: I wish to congratulate you 
for your courage In this time of hystert.a, 
against lnvolveinent In a war. 

What are we doing so far away 1n the 
Gulf of Tonkin? 

Wbat would be our reaction I! some of 
Red China's fleet was patrolling In tbe Gulf 
or Mexico? 

Yours truly, 
J . P . FETCHO. 

NEPONSET, LONG ISLAND, N.Y., 
August 10, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR: In these dark days of war 
In the Far Ea.st, unrest and disregard of laws 
In our own South, It ts so encouraging to 
hear your lone voice cry out In this wllder-
~ss . • 

To be a dissenter with the torch of hon
esty and truth takes great courage, and our 
eyes are turned to you. 

Yours very respectfully, 
LILLIAN R . WAR~CK. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Olftce Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

CHICAGO, ILL., 
August 10, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MoasE : Congratulations on 
your refusal to sign Mr. Johnson's blank 
check. 

I am certain that history will uphold your 
rejection of this dangerous act. 

Sincerely yours, 
RICHARD A. FmEMAN. 

RIDGEFIELD, N.J ., 
August 11, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Olftce Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR Sm: Want you to know bow much 
I appreciate your continuing to fight for a 
peacefUl solution to the situation in Viet
nam. Reconvening the H. nations !or 
a conference seems to be the only rational 
way to stop the war trom escalating Into a 
world holacaust. 

It has been very evident that the Viet
namese people have no will to fight and only 
want an opportunity to solve their own 
atralrs without Interference. 

By bringing devastation to their land and 
continuing to send more and more American 
boys to die there will not solve the problem. 

Thanks again for your forthright position 
in calling for our withdrawal of troope and 
a peacefUl solution around the conference 
table. 

Sincerely yours, 
MORRIS BRAUNSTEIN. 

PORTERSVILLE, PA., 
August 9, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I wish to congratu
late and thank you on behalf of my grand
and great-grandchildren !or your stand 
against our sons being used in the dirty 
plans or dollar-crazed madmen who seem to 
have learned nothing from 50 mUllon lives 
snuffed out In two world wars, and for what? 
My first vote at 21 years was for a Republican, 
also It was my last. I voted for J.F.K . be
cause he made sucb an earnest plea for the 
17 million below the poverty line. Yet Im
mediately he was embroUed In a Berlin crisis 
and enhanced tbe Vietnam dirty war that we 
took over when France was kicked out. How 
can any American who just wants to be a de
cent human being and believes (not In tbe 
meatless hogwash of so many of our spiritual 
a dvisors) but In tbe very plainly spelled-out 
Christian reality of the Gospel that Is backed 
up with everything for the ll!e, love, and 

care planted In mother ear1~h. with no ques
tions of doubt as It being !or him. But he 
must dig It out. L.B.J . cannot justify what 
he Is doing to anyone wbo dares to think In 
terms ot Christianity. 

Yours !or more men llk~I you. Your col
league from the cold counjlry, with a warm 
heart. 

Best, 
G . SAUNDERS. 

ELLENSB1!1RG, WASH., 
.itugust B, 1964 . 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
W~hington, D .C. 

YouR HONOR : CongratU:latlons on your 
shining sanity during the hour of crisis tn 
Vietnam. We applaud !vour outspoken 
comments concerning the milltary. 

Needless to say we never believe did believe 
the news reports justifying our actions and 
still.do not. Therefore we were surprised and 
pleased to hear one voice sp•aaklng truthfully 
about tbe disguised aggressions o! our 
country. 

We look for your voice. 
Sincerely yours, 

Mr. and Mrs. ROGER E . JACKSON. 

SEAT'l'LE, WASH., 
,-t.ugust B, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Olftce Building, 
Washington, D .O. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : I a.m thanking you 
for efforts for negotiation of the trouble In 
Vietnam. War has never solved anything 
and never will and I! we fiJre the first atom 
bomb Russia will Immediately bomb us. 

Sometimes I wonder I! mankind Is worth 
saving. 

Thank you !or standing almost alone !or 
right. 

George w. Norris, La Follette, Jeannette 
Rankin stood alone too. 

In Nlvlnnah case was first asked tor several 
righteous men were found the city would 
be saved. Tbe last offer wau If one righteous 
were found tbe city woUld be saved. Alas 
one was not found and we call ourselves 
civilized? 

Thank you. 
Mrs. GHAS. W . ScO'M'. 

SAN FRANCUICO, CALIP., 
.A,ugust 12, 1964 . 

Sena tor WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Olftce Building, 
WMhington, D .C.: 

Your position on Vietnam and t he foreign 
aid bill are highly appreciated. 

S . AsTON. 

M!NNEAPOl.IS, MINN., 
Aug'U.!t B, 1964 . 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Although I am not 
one of your constituents, I would like to 
COIIUllend you for your couirageous stand In 
voting against tbe recent reaolutlon on Viet
nam. I am not a pacifist (absolute-style. I 
mean) nor am I a Communist sympathizer. 
But everything I read lead.1!1 me to conclude 
that we are acting stupidly and dangerously 
over there. 

Cordially, 
J~AUL E. MEE HL. 

(Same to Senator GRUENDl'G.) 

BABBirrT, MINN., 
August 10, 1964. 

(Tbts Is a copy of a letter sent to Senators 
HUMPHREY and McCARTHY and Congressman 
BLATNDC.) 

We feel that Senator Mo11s1:'s position on 
warmongering In Vletnain was correct and 
you should support h1m eveu though it may 
seem unpopular at the moment We are 
disappointed In you suppo~itlng tbe resolu
tion on Vietnam; In so dotn:g, you are carry
ing out tbe Goldwater program, In our 
opinion 
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If the administration continues to carry 

out this policy in Vietnam, there will be a 
lot o! confused voters in the com.Ing election. 
While there is a fairly clear cut difference in 
domestic issues, there seems to be little 
choice for the voters on foreign policy. In 
the first place, we have no moral right inter
fering in the Internal affairs of another na
tion and secondly, if we get in a real mess, 
GOLDWATER will use the same tactics that 
Ike used in Korea to get elected. 

Sincerely, 
HANNAH JOHNSON, 
ANDY JOHNSON. I 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : We wish to commend 
you on your courageous stand on exposing 
the warmongering In Vietnam, and for tak
ing a stand a.go.Inst the resolution. 

Mr. and Mrs. ANDY JOHNSON. 

NEW YORK, N.Y., 
August 8, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : Little as It may mean 
to you to receive one letter more out of the 
myriads of communications that are being 
now addressed to you, I am happy to add my 
own thin small note or praise to that myriad 
of voices . 

Certainly It's meant a great deal to me and 
to people I know and love here In New York 
to have one or two gentlemen like yourself 
and Senator GRUENING attempting, despite 
all hysteria, to clarify the Vietnam situation 
and explore alternatives o! thinking and re
porting on what ls taking place there. 

I spent a short time there (In Saigon) at 
the time o! the Buddhist hunger strike last 
summer, and saw th&-wha.t seemed to me-
falsity o! our position. 

I imagine that l! you keep trying to com
municate , sooner or later some sense will 
break through, since It seems lneV!table that 
as U.S. misapprehension and hysteria fades, 
the situation will resolve Itself as other 
crisis situations have. 

I think that l! Johnson were to follow a 
more peaceable and less automatically hos
tile policy (to both China and North Velt
nam, I mean) and tried to resolve the situa
tion In South Vietnam Into a neutralist 
calm, he would have more domestic support 
here than he figures on, despite the surface 
acrimony of "we.rho.wk" propaganda. In 
other words I think a lot of the hysteria ls 
quite arbitrary, the sense of fear arbitrary 
and not Inevitable In the situation. Had he 
followed a straighter policy o! neutralization 
and conciliation he might have evoked some 
o! the sense o! well-being and hope that Ken
nedy at least touched on, or seemed to, by 
hindsight. 

Good luck and I hope you don't get de
pressed, all the noise In the papers, etc. 

Sincerely, 

Hon. WAYNE MoasE, 
U.S . Senator, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

ALLEN GINSBERG . 

ROME, GA., 
August 12, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : This letter ls to 
express my thanks !or your stand with the 
Senator from Alaska on giving the President 
the ca.rte bla.nche to wage war on his own. 
It ls truly a.ma.zing that only two recognized 
this direct assault on our Constitution. O! 
course this ls not new but with each assault 
this provision that gives only Congress the 
right to declare war, gets dimmer and 
dimmer. 

Roosevelt started this assault but masked 
It by getting Japan to attack. Truman con
tinued the work by defying Congress and 
the voice of the people, and Johnson now 
Ignores It completely and only two raise 
their voices. 

May you continue to have fa.Ith In the 
American people to know what they are 
about and to know how to govern themselves 

even though your !a.Ith in us wavered when 
you voted for the civil rights legislation. 

Sincerely yours, 
GLENN D. CARLSON. 

CLEVELAND HEIGHTS, OHIO, 
August 9, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Buildi ng, 
Washington, D .C . 

DEA:a Sm: Look magazine opens an article 
this week on "1914-18" with these words: 
"The Bloody Years of World War I still 
stand as a classic testament to man's ca
pacity for folly." Now It looks as l! our 
Government ls committing Itself to another 
nightmare or !oily. I am glad one man in 
our Government has the courage to stand 
up and oppose this new stampede. I want 
to thank you for your speaking out against 
this new Korea. I think you would be sur
prised to know how m any people agree with 
you. 

Respectfu lly yours, 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

RUTH C. STEINBERG. 

0LLU, IOWA, 
August 10, 1964. 

DEAR Ma. MoasE : We wish to express our 
appreciation to you and the Alaska Senator 
!or your stand against President Johnson 
and all the war-mongering, trigger-happy 
Congressmen who supported him In his 
actions In Vietnam. 

It requires more courage to stand up !or 
the right, than to hide behind a murderous 
weapon of war. He who fears his enemy 1s 
Jost already; but he who loves his enemy 
ls well along the road to changing him Into 
a friend. Whlle we were yet enemies, Jesus 
loved and died for us; therefore we must 
love our enemies, do good to those who hate 
us, and thus fulfill His commandment to 
"Love ye one another." 

We have a son and we do not care to 
sacrifice him to moneyed Interests, working 
through political maneuvering and milltary 
Influence which have always been the causes 
of war. 

If you have the time would you please pass 
this letter on to the Alaska Senator who 
voted with you? 

Sincerely yours, 
Mr. and Mrs. R. F . ACHESON. 

Hon. WAYNE MoasE. 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C . 

ELMmA, N.Y .. 
August 11, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : Please accept my 
gratitude and admiration for your opposition 
vote against the President's action In the 
Vietnam af(air. The press has reported that 
you have said, "we a-re headed straight for 
war with China." I agree, that ls our end 
and aim. 

I spent nearly a quarter of a century work
ing with the Chinese people first In China 
and then In New York City. In the year 
1930 Chinese graduate students In New York 
City argued that the aim of U.S . foreign 
policy was to make China an Ameri
can India. In the 34 years which have 
passed since' that date we have reduced 
Japan, acquired South Korea, fortified Que
moy and Matsu, and now a.re struggling for 
a toehold In the southern peninsula. We 
are now almost ready to take on the whole 
of Chinese Asia . This will be our third 
world war. 

In the Library or Congress (I suppose since 
It was copyrighted) Is my history of the 
Chemung County branch of the Brooks fam
Uy which I wrote for my nephews and 
nJeces with the title "This Is Your Inherit
ance." The last 20 pages are called World 

War II from a point of view in China. I wish 
that this might be of some help in our 
crisis . The book Is also In the Daughters of 
the American Revolution Library at 1776 
D Street NW., Washington, D.C. Maybe one 
of your secretaries can check. 

Thanking you again for your vote, I am, 
Yours sincerely, 

RACHEL G . BROOKS. 

Los ANGELES, CALIF., 
August 9, 1964 . 

President LYNDON B . JOHNSON, 
The White House, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR PRESIDENT JOHNSON: We urge you to 
endorse and lnJtlate full negotiations of the 
whole Issue o! South Vietnam and that the 
complete withdrawal of U.S. mllltary per
sonnel and equipment be our first overture 
of good faith . 

The United States has been committed for 
10 years In South Vietnam, to a policy for 
which we must expect retaliatory actions. 
To become Indignant over the attacks by 
PT boats on our destroyers, whose presence ls 
Intimidating to the North Vietnamese, ls pure 
hypocrisy. 

The commitment of the United States In 
South Vietnam has made us a puppet to 
the fortunes and fears of the regime of 
Premier Nguyen Kha.oh. ms bellicose and 
provocative statements and actions threaten 
the security of the whole world. In view of 
this, we support the stand taken by Senator 
WAYNE MORSE. 

GORDON L. REEVES, 
LoUDEAM A. REEVES. 

NEW HAVEN, CONN., 
August 6, 1964. 

Hon . WAYNE MORSE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR Sm; This letter is being written 
shortly after sending you a telegram express
ing approval of your stand on the Vietnamese 
crisis as stated in the New York Times this 
morning. Since I am profoundly deaf, my 
ln!ormatlon comes from the printed media, 
and, as I write this, I am not aware of any 
recent developments that may have been an
nounced over the radio. 

There are a number of questions existing 
In my mind demanding answers before I 
can express any approval of the admlnlstra
Uon's actions. Among these are the !ollow
lng : 

1. Who was responsible for viola.ting the 
Geneva treaty-North Vietnam or the UnJted 
States? Did U.S. support for the Diem re
gime begin before active support for · the 
South Vietnam rebels came from North 
Vietnam? 

2 . To what extent have the "routine" U.S. 
patrols In the Gulf of Tonkin been aiding 
South Vietnamese attacks on the North? 

3. We:re the U.S . raids partly motivated 
by rear of an impending coup In South Viet
nam or by fear that the country may soon 
fall to the Vietcong? Despite attempts by 
the administration to make the U.S. posi
tion look favorable, news reports and maps 
oi South Vietnam have shown steady gains 
by the Vietcong, until now they control 
much of the country surrounding Saigon. 

4. To what extent were the raids motivated 
by the current political situation in this 
country? Is Johnson trying to prove that 
he can carry a bigger stick than GoLDWATER ? 

5. How much truth ls there to reports of 
Vietcong terrorism against the peasants? 
The Communists have learned in the past 
that more effective results can be obtained 
by be!rlendlng the populace than by Intimi
dating them. (An example ls China, where 
there was widespread support for the Reds, 
while the American people were ma.de to be
lleve the opposite.) Force against the local 
peasants before all opposition has been elimi
nated would only harm the Vietcong's efforts. 
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6. How extensive, 1n terms o! men, food, 

supplies, etc., Is North Vietnamese Involve
ment in the South? My own Impression, 
from reading the newspapers, haa been that 
moat of the Vietcong's weapons are o! U.S. 
manutn.cture. 

While I consider myself a loyal U.S. citizen 
&nd have no desire to see the expansion of 
communism, I do think that one should give 
ea.retul and thoughtful study to the history 
ot Asia and the economic, hlstorlcal, political 
and ldeologlcal background of that region
they undoubtedly play a major role 1n the 
present situation, more so than any desire 
on the part of Communists to gain power 
for the aake of power. The ha.sty "preven
tive" measures taken by this country have 
demonstrated no real concern for the welfare 
of the people or any understandings of their 
feelings or motivations. Why does the free
dom o! a people become our deep concern 
only when these people are threatened by 
an Ideology foreign to our own? Are the 
people of Asia worse otr under Communist 
etrorts to develop their countries than they 
were under exploitation by the West? 

Furthermore, by what right do we use our 
mllltary power to seek "freedom" for citizens 
in foreign lands when we wlll not even use 
this power to guarantee the rights o! our 
own citizens? Who can condemn terrorist 
tactics abroad without hanging his head in 
aha.me at the tactics being employed to in
timidate our own Negro citizens and others 
trying to help them? Keeping people stirred 
up about events In foreign lands, stirring 
anger in them over Insults to national pres
tige, and arouslng fear concerning foreign 
Ideologies Is an effective way of taking their 
minds otr domestic troubles. Is this not the 
tactic that has been used by the Chinese 
Communist leaders whose economic plans 
have not been met? 

The world situation now Is complex and 
I am well aware that there Is no simple path 
to be followed In the attempt to preserve 
and Increase our own freedoms and economic 
advantages while helping to develop the rest 
of the world and preventing It from falllng 
to an Ideology that glorifies the state. But 
we need to show a Uttle more concern for 
the feelings of others and !or their way of 
looking at things, realizlng that our present 
position of superiority does not give us the 
right to tell others what Is best for them and 
not worrying so much about Insults to our 
national pride and Image. As a supposedly 
educated people, we ought to be able to see 
how inconsequential the latter really are. I 
am as much opposed to Goldwatertsm, which 
takes a narrow, Um1ted view of our position 
in the world and which would lead this coun
try down the same path all great empires 
which have gotten too Idealistic and con
ceited have fallen, as I am to communism. 

Before I close, I would like to state that 
I am a third-year graduate student from 
Massachusetts, studying for the Ph. D. In 
physics from Yale University on a National 
Science Foundation Fellowship. I have held 
several summer jobs with Government labor
atories . 

I hope that you wlll continue to take 
strong stands on Issues, and continue your 
intelllgent criticism of our Government's pol
icies. Although I do not always agree with 
your conclusions, I appreciate the reasons 
behind your stands. A free nation requires 
citizens who are not afraid to stand up to 
their govanment, not citizens who emot ion
ally support I ts every decision. 

Yours sincerely, 
RALPH F. Gt1ERTIN. 

SALEM, Olux;., 
August 15, 1964 . 

Senator WAYNE L. MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Wa3hington, D .C. 

DEA1l SENATOR MORSE: I agree with you 
regarding foreign ald--cut that fund and 

send out more Peace Corps people, even to 
Harlem, New York City. 

On the poverty question-let the men who 
make appropriations look at the lineup of 
unemployed along Burnside In Portland, 
Oreg., and make room tor more than an 
even 200 men In work camps. 

Concerning the election-let the Republi
cans who are candidates renounce any ties 
with OoLDwATER, aa many voters have said, 
"I'm a Republican but I am voting a straight 
Democratic ticket." 

I heve voted tor a Republican occasionally, 
but not this year. 

On Vietnam: "Who was stupid enough to 
get America's feet stuck in that trap?" The 
Vietnamese have otrered a fair "out"; that 
ls, Vietnamese will not fight any other Viet
namese person unless an American ls helping 
In the battle, an easy "out" for President 
Johnson and one which would kick all the 
GOLDWATER props out from under the Re
publicans' campaign. Don't continue the 
foolish Madame Nhu policy of beat them 
harder. 

I! President Johnson ls as dishwater weak 
on clvU rights in the future as In the past, 
and unless he gets out of Vietnam many 
people will have to write in your name !or 
President and Senator Fur.BRIGHT for Vice 
President In November. 

The United States Is foollsh to tremble 
over Cuban and Latin Americans• Ideology. 
They are so poor and backward, who cares 
what their Ideology ls. 

Very truly yours. 
Mrs. RAY THOMAS. 

NEW ORLEANS, LA .• 
August 13, 1964. 

The Honorable SENATJ'R MORSE: 
I would like to let you know that I approve 

of your vote on the resolution backing Pres
ident Johnson's action In the southeast Asian 
crisis. 

You are doing a wonderful job in Wash
ington. We need more men like you. 

I only Wish that mothers would write you 
and let you know you are right. 

Sincerely, 
Mrs. PAUL SCHUMACHER. 

EVERE'rl', WASH., 
Augu.st 9, 1964. 

DEAR SENATO& MORSE: My husband and I 
want to say a hearty "God bless you and 
thank you" tor the wonderful courage you 
are showing in this Vietnam outrage. 

Many of our friends share our views-you 
are not alone. 

We are senior citizens and have lived 
through all of the wars since the Spanish
American In 1898. 

Again God bless you . 
Mrs. CARL HAGEDORN. 

lNl>IANAPOLIS, IND., 
August 10, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR : Regarding your recent 
statement made to the public, I highly re
spect and support your feelings. 

Our pastor, Rev. James W. Jones, of 
Peoples Temple, Indianapolis, urged his con
gregation to write you for spealcing out 
against the current crisis In South Vietnam. 
We do appreciate your honesty, and sin
cerely believe in your dedication to serve this 
country In such a matter even though you 
may seem to be a minority. 

May God richly bless you In all your en
deavors and may He strengthen you dally, 
guide and direct you with wisdom. 

Yours in Christ, 
Mrs. LoRETTA CORDELL. 

SAN JOSE, CALIF., 
August 7, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
U. s. Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAa SENATOR. MORSE: I would like to take 
the opportunity to congratulate you on your 

courageous stand against President John
son's military action In North Vietnam. I am 
deeply concerned by our e<>untry's arrogant 
attitude in southeast Asia,, where It ls en
gaged 1n open warfare wlth,out any declara
tion of war, and this latesi; action in North 
Vietnam Is just another Indication of Presi
dent Johnson's desire to spread the war In 
this already wartorn area. 

I know how d.Uflcult It 1s to assume a mi
nority position In the !ace of overwhelmlng 
opposition, but this makes your stand even 
more commendable and you have my whole
hearted support. 

Sincerely yours, 
J10DY RADER, 

Senior, Universitiy of California. 

AMBllUCUS, GA., 
.itugust B, 1964. 

DEAR. Sm: Please allow JIIle to commend 
your honest and forthright vote against the 
congressional resolution supporting the re
cent action of the United States in North 
Vietnam. 

Our Government should not be involved 
in a war in which we havle no direct con
cern. I believe that this most recent Inter
vention, which can lead only to further In
volvement, Is basically a political gambit 
aimed at strengthening the prospects of Mr. 
Johnson's election. 

Sincerely, 
L. Scorr McNEIL. 

BRAlilDON, FLA. , 
,1ugust 9, 1964. 

My DEAR SENATOR.: Please Jet me thank 
you for the great courage and moral prln
clple you showed last weal!: in your speech 
against administration deeds and policy In 
Vietnam. 

I hope you wilI continue Ji<> be the voice of 
the conscience of our country and work to 
get us out of the lmmora.1 war-and Im
practical and foolish too---which we have In
volved ourselves In on the other side of the 
world. 

Sincerely yours, 
ALICE COOPER. 

CRAWFORDS17ILLE, IND., 
July 29, 1964: 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Earlier this week I 
heard a tape recorded lntervl.ew on our Radio 
Station WIBC 1n Indianapolis, In which you 
expressed your views about South Vietnam, 
the war there and why th•~ people of this 
country allowed the admlnlstiratlon to let this 
happen and go on. 

Well, I want to tell you Senator, the peo
ples' wishes don't count 2~ny more. The 
down to earth grassroots of .America Is holler
ing, They have been, but th1~lr voices are not 
listened to. I'll bet you a goo1d "Dairy Queen" 
malt that 1f you could read the mllllons of 
letters that go to the White House you would 
get your eyes opened. Who do you think 
opens those letters first and sorts them? The 
people might as well save their 5 cents post
age. In return they get a. mimeographed 
answer. Done by some secretary or other 
omce worker. Those letters are sorted In 
groups or categories, then given to some de
partmentS" to read and etc. :C even wonder I! 
they are read at all. Nlne:ty-nlne percent 
goes to the State Department and just who 
is the State Department? Don't they or 
whoever they are conduct our foreign af
fairs? They do It to suit the1mselves. It has 
gone on far too long. Those In that Depart
ment don't have American ln.terests at heart. 

We could have been spared. these lives that 
are belng taken everyday In South Vietnam 
if General MacArthur bad ]been allowed to 
win the Korean war as he ·wanted to. Mr. 
Truman had some 1nsan1~ adviser who 
wanted a no-win policy. Also the Communist 
Da.l.ly Worker had predicted the downfall 
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of General MacArthur In a blast against him 
In their publication. They called him the 
last great American to fall . So we are stlll 
fighting and for what? The Communists have 
no Intention of losing any of southeast Asia 
or any other country they enslave. The fall 
of French Indochina was plotted by the third 
meeting of the Communist Party after they 
organized. Khrushchev openly says he wlll 
see that Indonesia will get all the help it 
needs to take Malaysia. That wm trig
ger the next war, but first t hey want 
America drained dry of men and resources, 
so they can conquer us too at the same time. 
The sooner we get some action by our Con
gressmen and Senators on throwing out these 
sympathizers In the State Department the 
better off America will be. 

How stupid It is to believe a nything Khru
shchev promises to America. He has proven 

himself to be a liar a mlllion times. A coun
try that doesn't believe in God ls void of all 
honesty. Just look what he did to a captain 
of an American ship, hauling American 
wheat. The captain said the Russian steve
dores themselves said It was going to Cuba. 
The State Department put out a feeble news 
item that they protested vigorously. Believe 
that 1! you want to. 

Another thing that ls a travesty to us 
Americans is to let Communist propaganda 
mall travel free In America. What are we 
coming to? It shouldn't even be allowed 
at •1 per letter or pamphlet or anything else. 
Does any of ours go through their mails? I'll 
say not. We pay 6 cents postage now, as 
Americans, and the Postmaster General 
wants to raise the rates again. Shouldn't 
we come first? 

Senator Morse, I hope that you wlll see this 
and read it. The two Senators of my own 
State wouldn't bother to read this or any 
other complaint like It. It is like South 
Vietnam, it's a losing battle and no pattern 
for victory with us everyday Americans any 
more. 

Very t ruly, 
Mrs. MELVIN BALES. 

INTERLAKEN, SWITZERLAND, 
August 7, 1664. 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
U .S. Senate, 
Wa.shington, D .C. 

DEAR Sm: Firstly, we thank you for a clear
headed stand in the Senate Foreign Rela
tions Committee against the President's ac
tion In North Vietnam. It is a reassurance 
to know that not everyone Is hasty to send 
our young men to fight a war they or we are 
not informed on. 

Secondly, we assure you that we are In 
agreement with your opinions concerning 
North Vietnam and are not silent voices 
among our citizens. 

Very truly yours, 
Mr. and Mrs. ALPHONSE AVITABILE. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washi ngton, D .C. 

WILMETTE, ILL .• 
August 11, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : We want to thank 
you for your protest against the U.S. bombing 
of ports in North Vietnam. We are dismayed 
by the U.S. pollcy In South Vietnam; Instead 
o! upholding freedom, we have been uphold
ing a series of brutal dlctatorshlpe. Thank 
you again for speaking out. 

Sincerely, 
DAVID and RUTH BENNETT. 

COLLEGE OF PHYSICIANS & 
SURGEONS OF COLUMBIA UNrvERSITY, 

New Yor k, N .Y . 
Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Democrat, Oregon, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I am long overdue 
in writing to thank you for battling against 

terrible odds on the matter of our Involve
ment in Vietnam. I completely agree with 
your position, but as a cLtlzen watching the 
executive and leglslllltlve process through 
newspapers, I grow Increasingly discouraged 
that our policies often evolve to be what the 
CIA appears to want. Having just read 
"The Invisible Government" and "The War
fare Stlllten (Fred J. Cook) I am more con
cerned that nonelectect interest groups have 
the power to push the whole country In any 
direction they invent a story to cover. Both 
these books read like cops and robbers, but 
so do the front pages. 

Thank you also for your general qualities 
of Inquiry; I wish there were 20 Wayne 
Morses In Washington. We could then sleep 
easier. 

Sincerely, 
SUE BUCKINGHAM, MD., 

Assistant Professor, Pediatr ic . 

Hon . WAYNE MoRSE, 
U .S. Senate, 
Senate Office Bui lding, 
Washington, D .C. 

PHILADELPHIA, PA., 
.August 11, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Although my letter 
ls belated, It does not lack Intensity In prais
ing you for your stand on the Vietnam crises, 
and In particular, the Gulf ot Tonkin Inci
dent. 

If there were more men like you In the 
Senate today, the world would probably be 
on the rood to peace. As It is now, you are 
the one sa.ne voice crying In a wilderness ot 
"wild men." I fervently hope that soon your 
views on southeast Asia wlll take hold of 
our congressional leaders and make them 
face and accept reality. However, th1s is 
probably too much to hope for since moot 
of them have been out of contact with real
ity for the last 20 years. 

Even though I am a civil servant, em
ployed by the Department of Defense I am 
strongly opposed to the Pentagon's ph!los
ophy of a military solution for southeast 
Asia. There can be none, I am convinced, 
and the only rational course would be to ne
gotiate for neutraliza.tion o! South Vietnam. 
I hope that you Will continue to press your 
case to the American people on thiB issue. 
In so doing, you have my stanch support 
and great respect for your wisdom and cour
age. 

Sincerely yours, 
LIONEL H. MEDVENE. 

P.S.- My compliments to Senator GRUEN
ING also for his courageous stand. 

NEW YORK, N.Y., 
.August 6, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
U.S. Senate Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR Sm: As a private citizen deeply Im
pressed by your position in relation to the 
present Vietnam crisis, I would be very glad 
1! your office could send me whatever pub
lished material you may have setting forth 
the facts and the reasons tor your recent 
statements that the United States has acted 
as a provocateur, as much RS has North 
Vietnam, ot hostilities In this area, and par
ticularly the details of the position of our 
destroyers In the Gulf of Tonkin at the 
time ot the attack by the vessels ot South 
Vietnam on the shoreline ot Nort h Vietnam. 

I m ake t his request out ot a desire to ob
tain more specific Information about t he war 
In Vietnam t han ls contained in t he da lly 
newspapers, not out of any wish to quote or 
republlsh such materials, and trust you can 
be of help In this direction, or can suggest 
how I can find out more about what is 
going on and how you, Senator MORSE, feel 
about It. 

Thanking you !or your att ention. 
Very truly yours , 

YONAH RICHMOND. 

BROOKLYN, N.Y. , 
.August 6, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Wa,,htngton, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : I heard excerpts 
from your comments on the Tonkin Bay 
affair on television last night. I agree with 
your sentiments, as I am sure do many 
others. I admire your courage In voicing 
your convictions. While all Americans must 
back the Government's foreign policy and 
be willing to !ace the consequences, It is a 
great miBtake to believe that these policies 
cannot be debated while they are being 
formulated and criticized when they are 
open to criticism. As you explained, the 
U.S. action against North Vietnam is cer
tainly open to criticism. It would be a 
shame 1! action such as thiB, which might 
bring the most terrible consequences, were 
not fully debated. 

WU! you please send me a complete tran
script ot your speech on the Tonkin Bay 
situation. 

Very t ruly yours, 
MABTIN SCHULMAN. 

WASHINGTON, D.C., 
.August 11, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : Just a brief word ot 
congratulations and support tor your cou
rageous minority stand re our war In Viet
nam. I hope your voice wlll be heard and 
listened to In Congress and In the country 
as a whole. 

Sincerely, 
E . JAMES LIEBERMAN. 

BERKELE:r, CALIP., 
.August 9, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Your comments on 
the position of this country In Its actions In 
southeast Asia and your comments on the 
resolution passed by Congress giving the 
President special powers to deal with the 
situation there seem to deserve more atten
tion than they are receiving. 

I am particularly concerned wit h our ap
parent decision to go It alone there-with 
no consultation with our allies or the U.N. 

Your courage In speaking your mind should 
be applauded and your counsel should be 
heeded. 

Sincerely yours, 
LILLIAN MARQUIS. 

WEST ACTON, MAss., 
A ugust 11, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

MY DEAR SENATOR MORSE : I am most anx
ious to express to you my gratitude for the 
sensitivity and up-to-date awareness you 
should In your vote against Joint Resolution 
189. Any resolution predicated, however 
subtly, on force cannot to my mind be with
in conscience. 

You and Senator GRUENING must know 
that there are many Americans behind your 
stand. 

Yours sincerely, 
SARAH JEFFRIES. 

WEST NEWBURY, MAss., 
August 11, 1964. 

MY DEAR SENATOR MORSE : A couple of 
weeks ago I rea.d your piece on Vietnam In 
the Progressive, and resolved to write you a 
note or congratula tion. But I don't write to 
Sena tors easily; I assume that they must 
know as much as I do , and I cannot add very 
much. Then came your vote on thiB con
gressional orga.sm about this Gulf of Tonkin 
foolishness, and I almost wrote you again. 
But my general unwllllngness to add to busy 
senatorial mall prevailed a.nd I did not. 
But your remarks over the radio this evening 
on the foreign aid bill overcame all my 
scruples. I hate to be!Jeve that you and I 
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a.re the only sane people In the country, but 
I must tell you that e.t least one American 
(even though not a constituent--! e.m a. 
registered Democrat In Key West, Fla.) 
agrees with you 100 percent. As a. ta.xpa.yer 
I am perfectly willing to invest $8 or $10 
billion a year In foreign aid, provided that 
It Is aid !or the right things, but this Is just 
not what we have been doing. 

Now, I never write letters of this kind 
unless I think that there Is something to 
be done about the matter. This whole busi
ness o! Vietnam, and the la.rger "!orelgn
e.ld" problem, has demonstrated the fe.llure 
of our educatlona.l machinery. And I don't 
mean our schools and colleges. How many 
Americans realize that American policy spent 
the first decade after World War II and sev
eral hundred million dollars trying to sub
jugate Indochina (Vietnam) to the French, 
e.nd the next decade, and several billion dol
lars, trying to get the Vietnamese to fight 
our undeclared war on China !or us? (They 
don't seem to want to, which Is just as well .) 
I cannot believe th.at Americans would ap
prove these shenanigans, I! they knew a.bout 
them. The Louis Harris poll, reported In 
yesterday's Washington Post, asserts that the 
poll proved two things. Harris does not 
mention that the one thing that It did prove 
Is that Americans know just too little a.bout 
Vietnam, and not much else. 

For reform, I'd like to start with the U.S . 
Oflioe o! Education. It should either change 
Its name to "U.S. Oflice of Schools and Col
leges" or else ree.lly set about the business 
ot providing education through all the media 
ot education that there are. We need a 
national effort to make sure that Americans 
know enough to reach Intelligent decisions 
democra.tlca.lly. True, there Is still plenty 
to be done about classroom education (!or 
example, believe It or not, professors teach 
about China In our colleges who have never 
been In China). But our major educational 
deficiency Is In the education o! Americans 
whose classroom experience ls long beh1n<1 
them. So ta.r as I can make out, the founda
tions a.re not particularly Interested In do
ing a real job at this level. 

Sincerely yours, 
MORTDdER GRAVES. 

P .S .-Plee.se don't bother to reply unless 
you can think of something that I ought to 
be doing a.bout It. As a matter of fa.ct, I am 
and have been for many years---dolng some
thing about It. It goes without saying that 
I can ele.bore.te on these subjects almost ln
term.Laa.bly, but I've tried to keep my letter 
short. 

WE WERE WRONG ON VIETNAM 
To the EDITOR OJ' THE DAILY Ni::ws: 

I wonder I! Newburyport, Mass .. Is not as 
good a place as any to begin to dispel some 
ot the colossal Ignorance about Vietnam 
which seems to possess the American peo
ple. The simple first fact to understand Is 
that from the time of Potsdam, almost 20 
years ago , where we acquiesced (or worse) 
In the plan to give Indochina back to the 
French, who had run out 4 years earlier on 
the Vietnamese and left them to the tender 
mercies of the Japanese, American actions 
with respect to Vietnam can fairly be de
scribed as despicable. We should all be 
ashamed of them; Gen. Douglas MacArthur 
said they made his "blood boll ." 

The story Is long, complicated, and un
pleasant, and cannot be told In deta il In a. 
simple letter to the editor, but some recent 
remarks In your Once Over Light ly column 
(which I admire very much) Impel me to 
make a small observation with respect to one 
element In the picture. 

You recount a protest by some Vietnamese 
students against the 1954 "partition" o! 
Vietnam Into North and South. Now, who 
partitioned Vietnam? Not the Geneva 

Agreements of 1954, certainly. These cild, 
Indeed, accept as a military fact the 17th 
parallel as the "cease-tire" llne between the 
defeated French and the magnificently cou
rageous Vietnamese those "won't fight" Viet
namese who dislike participating In our wars 
but seem to do pretty well on their own) who 
had just given the Franco-American attempt 
to subjugate them such a historic licking. 

But the whole tone or the agreements ls 
In terms of a unified Vietnam; In fact, one ot 
their principal provisions was for a total gen
era.I election within 2 years !or the purpose. 
Unfortunately, the Dulles boys and their 
!alneant President of the time did not want 
a tree election unified Vietnam, so the sig
natories of the Geneva Agreements had 
hardly got their ballpoint pens back Into 
their breast pockets before the agreements 
were sabotaged by the United Sta tes. This ls 
the whole point or the Eisenhower Jetter to 
Ngo Dinh Diem with which President John
son Introduced his recentr-mlscalled "bel
llgerent"-address. 

And the 10 years which have Intervened 
since 1954 have just provided a succession of 
episodes or this same character. I should 
be the first to agree that Ignorance has been 
a larger Ingredient In this process than 
malevolence, but I do not expect the rest 
of the world to see things In so charitable 
a light. 

We should thank our lucky s t ars that, for 
the moment at least. we have a level-headed 
President with some conception of the com
plexltles--mostly American polltlcs--o! a 
problem for which he Is not responsible. The 
Johnson administration Is saddled with the 
fultlllment of a commitment which It did 
not make. Honorably, It refuses to repudi
ate the commitment lest those who have de
pended upon It be harmed, but It must find a 
way to redress a grievous wrong of two dec
ades' standing which I! allowed to preslst 
can only lead to disaster. 

It wlll take national character and cou
rage to admit that we have been wrong. 
Do we have It? That Is our question . It 
Is unfair to President Johnson to leave hlm 
up there to answer It alone, especially Iii an 
election year. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Buildi ng, 
Washington, D.C. 

MORTIMER GRAVES. 

DAYTON, OHIO, 
August 10, 1964. 

DEAR SIR: This Is to express m y sincere ap
preciation to you for opposing the adm1nis
tradltlon 's mad recent moves In Vietnam. I 
feel we have no business over there. When 
will we ever grow up? When will we ever 
outgrow the chUdlsh and Insane use of m111-
tary might which only leaves more problems 
to be settled? 

Thank you for your posit ion. 
Sincerely yours, 

Mrs. CHASE CONOVER. 

RIDLEY PARK, PA ., 
August 10, 1964. 

Senator w A YNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Congra tula tions on 
the position you have taken re our Involve
ment, present and past , In South Vietnam. 

All other Washington ofliclals have jumped 
on the bandwagon , even those whose logic I 
had come to depend on. 

As a social scientist, I am really worried 
about the trends In thlnlt!ng and action 
evidenced by the American populace. The 
emotional climate In the United States evi
dences deep running neurotic trends. The 
outcome could be disastrous. 

Very truly, 
EMILY M . FLETCHFR COOP >.P. . 

OAK PARK, MicH .. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

August 9, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I am writing for my
self and my wife to say that we are proud 
of you and Senator GRUENING for having the 
courage of your convictions and standing up 
for your principles. Thank God that there 
were the two of you who refused your support 
to our Vietnam policy. 

At this time yours may be voices in the 
wllderness but I feel tha t :vours Is the course 
that will lead us to peace and a peaceful 
solution In Vietnam and other places. 

I am sorry I cannot vote for you. I do hope 
you will continue to be reelected for as 
many more times as you choooe to run. 

May I also add that even when I disagree 
with you I have respect for your courage and 
honesty. 

Sincerely yours, 
EUGENE BARON , 0 .D . 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

ACTON, MAss., 
August 11 , 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: May I congratulate 
you on your firm stand against the use of 
military force ln the Vietnamese Incident. 
Your vote against the joint resolution was 
courageous. 

Sincerely, 
JANE WESTOVER, 

Los ANGELES, CALIF., 
August 9, 1964. 

DEAR Ma. MORSE : I am writing to you to 
express my admiration of your !rank and 
outspoken opposition to the war ln South 
Vietnam and It's extension to the north . 

I have been writing to other Senators ask
ing to Join you In your efforts . 

Respect fully yours, 
ANNA WEISS. 

EMBARRASS, MINN., 
August 8, 1964. 

Sena.tor WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Building, 
Washtngton, D .C. 

DEAR Sm: I wish to heartily endorse your 
stand on the vote on the resolution for the 
President's action In Vietnam. 

One vote no longer seems to matter In this 
great Republic, particularly when action Is 
taken before the public is Informed. 

I cross prrrty and State lines to offer you 
encouragement for your courageous, individ
ual stand. I can only hope men or peace will 
continue to speak out with reason before 
lnfiamma.tory actions bring about a disaster 
beyond any the world has yet seen. 

Sincerely yours, 
Mrs. D. J . K1vELS. 

P.S.-For the sake of the children . there 
must be no more war. 

Senator WAYNE MoasE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

AUGUST 9, 1964. 

DEAR Sm : You deserve credit and thanks 
for your opposition to m1llta.ry action In 
Vietnam . Yours seems to be the only voice 
In tbe Senate to state the obvious fact that 
the United States shares the responsibility 
!or the present crisis; In tact may be the 
major contributor to the crisis. 

Instead of a war, a political solution Is 
needed which Is acceptable to the Viet
namese people and Is recognized and guar
anteed by the United Nations and China. 

At this time when Congressmen are play
ing the dangerous and destructive game of 
manipulating the truth tn the name o! 
national security, you are especially to be 
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commended for your insights Into the sltua.
tlon and the courage you h ave sh own by 
publlcly she.r ing these insights. 

Sincerely yours, 

PROVIDENCE, R.I. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

EDWARD LAZAR. 
LYNN LAZAR. 

MADISON, WIS., 
August 6, 1964. 

DEAR Sm : The citizens of this country, In
cluding myself, owe thanks to you for the 
courage which your speech of August 5 on 
the Vietnam Incident Indicates you have put 
In the service of our country. 

Since as citizens we are not all actively 
Involved In making G overnment decisions, 
and since In !act not all the ln!ormatlon on 
which these decisions a.re based ls made avail
able to us, It ls dt.mcult or perhaps Impossible 
to judge whether this or that course of ac
tion ls the better for our Government to take. 
However, since all of us are Interested-with 
adeq uate reason-In the elfect of us of any 
Government action, we tend to have opin
ions which are, perhaps, supported with more 
of real and passion than of knowledge and 
wisdom. 

For this reason we undoubtedly owe you, 
In addition to our thanks, an apology for 
the harsh criticism with which some of us 
will have greeted your speech-a crltlclsm 
which wUI rarely recognize eit her the mani
fest and sincere concern for our country 
which you have displayed, or the possible 
truth and accuracy of your facts and In
ferences. 

The first oversight Is unjust to you; the 
second oversight ls dangerous to ourselves. 
This danger Is reason !or us to ask that you 
continue to bear the consequences of the first 
so that we have some hope o! avoiding the 
second. (In this connection I recall that 
both Senator F'ULBtuGHT and Senator SALTON
STALL, when given an excellent opportunity 
on television to do so, failed to comment on 
your conjecture as to the position of our 
ships when fired upon. Sine!) this !allure 
tends to confirm the conjecture, they should 
be admonished to be more dlllgent In ma.king 
the truth known, or more bold In supporting 
what they otherwise must consider to be a 
useful !alsehood.) 

Now !or the reasons above I extend my sin
cere thanks that you have agreed to serve In 
the Senate o! the United States of America; 
we a.re a better country because of that 
decision. 

CHARLES c. CoNLEY. 

SU.VEii SPRING, MD ., 
August 8, 1964. 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
U .S. Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR: I want to commend you for 
your sto.nd In southeast Aslo.. 

I am with you all the way. 
Sincerely yours, 

EDITH TlPPERMAN. 

NEW YORK, N.Y., 
August 8, 1964 . 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C . 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I Rill writing to com
mend you on your courageous and forth
right stand on the President's proclamation 
on the war In Vletnrun . I strongly resent 
the assumption on the part of President 
Johnson and other leaders that they speak 
with the full support of the American people 
In an unjust and unjustifiab le war. 

In a time when we are threatened In both 
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our domestic and foreign policies by ultra
conservat ive and r eactionary forces, the 
voices of protest and liberalism lleelll In
creasingly silent. It is for this rea.aon I am 
writing, asking that you con tin u e to speak 
for thooe of us who do not and w1ll not ac
cede to the Inj ustices being carried out un
der the guise of exalted American responsl
blllty. 

Very truly yours, 
DAVID ELISCU. 

Los ANGELES, CALIF., 
August 6, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I cannot adequately 
express my admiration and gratitude for 
your courageous stand against the war In 
Vietnam. In times Uke these I know lt ls 
dl.IHcul t to almost singlehandedly fight for 
the right against all the forces of reaction 
!n Congress but I know that you must do It 
for all or us who share your views and who 
will eventually be Joined by more as the truth 
becomes known. Please be assured that I 
wlll do whatever I can to spread the facts 
before all I can reach. I am this day ap
pealing to our newly appointed Senator 
from California, PIERRE SALINGER, to Join you 
In work.Ing tor peace 1n southeast Asia. 

With every good wish for you, 
Sincerely, 

Mrs. LARUE McCORMICK. 

DREXEL Hn.L, PA., 
August 7, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

Bravo, Senator MORSE, bravo. 
For many years, I have been praising your 

courage; tor many years, I have been laud
ing your Independence; tor many yea.rs, my 
friends have been referring to you as "Andy's 
Senator" when they wish to refer to you 
(pro or con); and tor many years, I have 
put olf writing you to praise your courage, 
laud your Independence, and ask you to 
count me among those who support you In 
your many unpopular stands. 

I can make no more excuses for not writ
ing now, because I fear that the entire 
weight of the country ls going to be brought 
against you and your stand on the Vietnam 
mess, and I want you to know that there Is 
support for you and your stand. You a.re 
not alone. 

You know-as well as those who are doing 
lt--that the American people are easlly 
manipulated. It won't take too long tor the 
American people who, until recently, didn't 
want war to be clamoring to "Remember 
the Maine" or "Avenge the burning of the 
Relchstag." 

I regret that I am not an Oregonian so 
that I may say proudly, " My Senator has 
brains and guts." 

Bravo, sir, bravo. 
Respectfully, 

ANDREW KEVORKIAN. 

Los ANGELES, CALIF., 
August 5, 1964, 

Subject: South Vietnam. 
PRESIDENT L. JOHNSON, 
White House, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR MR. PR&sIDENT : The attacks on North 
Vietnam may widen the war. 

The alleged attack on U .S . military ships 
In the Gulf or Tonkin ls l.nsuf!iclent Justi.ftca
tlon for the re.sh action suggested. The 
various nonresident forces In the area. should 
withdraw to allow a. peaceful settlement un
der the United Nations. 

Sincerely, 
JACOB SHERMAN. 

(Coples to Senator T . KUCHEL and Senator 
W . MORSE.) 

Wn.MI:NGTON, OHIO, 
August 8, 1964. 

Sena.tor WAYNE MORSE, 
U .S. Senate, 
W ashington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: This Is to express 
my a p precle.tlon for your vote against the 
Joint resolution on policy In southeast Asia. 
I am glad e.lso for your vigorous and constant 
questioning of our actions In Vietnam. 

A matter of great concern to me ls that 
1n these actions t he.t atreot us so vitally we 
a.re almost entirely In the dark as to what the 
facts a.re. This situation ts well Ulustrated 
by the question as to whether our destroyers 
"collaborated" with South Vietnamese ships 
In attacks on North Vietnam. 

With every good wish. 
Sincerely yours, 

WARREN GRIFFITHS, 

Senator WAYNE MORSE. 

SELAH, WASH., 
August 7, 1964. 

DEAR Sm: May I take this opportunity to 
say that I agree with your position on U.S. 
pollcy In southeast Asia. I hope your cour
age In taking a public stand on this Issue 
will awaken others to your way of thlnklng. 

Sincerely, 
Mrs. JOHN T. RANDOLPH. 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

BAYSIDE, N .Y., 
August 6, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I understand that 
you cast the Jone vote against the resolution 
approving U.S. military action against North 
Vietnam bases. 

While you may not receive many letters of 
praise for your wise and well-considered vote, 
let me say that I regret I am not an Ore
gonian-I would consider It an honor to vote 
for your reelection. 

Very truly yours, 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate O/Ji,ce Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

JOHN STRAUSS. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : Thank you for your 
courageous stand on the South Vietnam 
crisis. The only practical step, as you have 
been saying !or some tune, ls to get our forces 
out of such places where the people can very 
well run their own affairs, and where we run 
the serious risk of setting olf a real global 
holocaust. I hope you can have some In
fluence with the present administration, to 
show them that they are carrying out just as 
bad a foreign policy as would the arch
reactlonary BARRY GoLDWATEll. The voters 
would have a difficult decision to make It they 
were extremely Interested In peace and sur
vival, and I think they a.re. 

Yours very truly, 
B . LINTON. 

SANTA BARBARA , CALIF., 
August 9, 1964. 

Hon. WAYNE MollSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: One still small voice 
ls so priceless to me. I'm grateful tor yours. 

I heard only a part or your address on CBS 
or NBC and noted your vote on President 
Johnson's Vletnnm resolution. It seemed to 
me that only time and history, 1t we are BO 

blessed to hnve a. future hlsiory, w1ll give 
your words and vote the eloquence they de
serve. 

In the meo.ntlrne, 1t you have a copy of 
your TV recorded view, would you be BO good 
as to send It to me. I need ammunition for 
my conviction that we can no longer fight 
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with guns for peace, that the day has come 
when only a better idea can afford us the 
security we once imagined In armaments. 

Gratefully youre, 
EMILY LAWRENCE NEWTON. 

PHILADELPHIA, PA., 
August 7 , 1964. 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
U.S . Senate, 
Washington, D .C . 

Sm: We are deeply grateful for your cou
rageous "No" 1n the voting on mll!tary ac
tions in southeast Asia. 

In turbulent times like these your sober 
appraisal of events and your steady voice In 
support of law and humaneness a re more 
needed than ever. 

Respectfully yours, 
Dr. HANS RADEMACHER. 
IRMA W. RADEMACHER. 

VASHON, WASH., 
August 11, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C . 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : Although I am not 
one of your constituents, may I assure you 
that there 1s much support, unfortunately 
Inarticulate, for your recent statements on 
the Vietnam situation. 

As you may know, the Seattle newspapers 
pretend you don't exist, unlese you are at
tacked, and we must depend for news of your 
views on the occasional notice taken of you 
by television, and on magazines such as tho 
"Progressive." 

I know of no way to give you efl'ectlve aid, 
but please accept my gratitude tor your un
failing respect for equity among nations. 
Your words give us the rare opportunity to 
feel pride rather than shame, and I am so 
sorry that you must, almost alone, bear the 
expense of recouping some of our national 
respect. and even self-respect. Your courage 
ls an Inspiration. 

Sincerely, 
EDWIN K . CoLE. 

OoLUMllUS, OHIO, 
August 10, 1964. 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate OfJlce Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

Dl!:AR SENATOR MORSE : The petition, a copy 
of which is enclosed, was hurriedly obtained 
to try to in!luence our Congressmen against 
the recently passed resolution on southeast 
Asia moves. 

A few at our institute wrote letters com
mending your stand and I am glad to say you 
have some stanch supporters among the 
Unitarians. 

I personally want to congratulate you for 
your courageous and principled stand. What 
a wonderful world it would be if we had 50 
more Senators like you and Senator GRUEN-
ING. 

Sincerely, 
JOHN A. ClllLDERS. 

NOSSAMAN, THOMPSON, WATZllS & Moss. 
Los Angeles, Calif., August 11, 1964. 

Hon. WAYNE MoRSZ, 
U .S. Senatar from Oregon, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 
Hon. ERNEST GRUENING, 
U .S. Senatar from Alaska, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C . 

DEAR SIRS : I congratulate you both on 
two things, your opposition to foreign aid 
and to President John&on's personal war in 
South Vietnam which was begun by Presi
dent Kennedy. 

Foreign aid will rank as the greatest fraud 
In human history. It has oost the United 
States over $100 billion, none ot which was 
our money. but all of which added to the 

more than $300 billion of Indebtedness, 
which will never be paid, hanging over the 
people o! the United States. W e, of course, 
will never have an accounting of where these 
vast sums went or or who actually received 
them. We can perhaps get some Idea from 
the fact that two West African chiefs have 
recently bullt themselves $10 or $12 million 
marble paln.ces out or these handouts. 
There was another West African chief, a year 
or so ago, who spent a day or two shopping 
In New York and ended up with about $1 
million In expensive equipment. No one 
will ever know how many South American 
and other dictators have been made mllllon
alres by this program. American bankers 
doing business In South America estimate 
that perhaps from 40 to 50 percent of Ameri
can aid filters through to Its Intended pur
poses, where we may safely assume It 1s 
Incompetently expended. 

No folly could poesibly approach that of 
foreign aid-unless lt ls the proposal to 
spend some $20 bllllon in trying to put a 
man on the moon. My reoollectlon ls that 
Senator MORSE has spoken out against this 
program also. 

So far as South Vietnam 1s concerned, 
we simply have no business there. The fact 
that this tiny strip of cobra-Infested jungle 
may go Commun.:.st ls no ooncern of OU1'8-
The alternative would seem to be that we 
stand guard over lt permanently and keep 
ourselves embrolled ln the affairs of this 
half-olvUlzed little country. We exhibited 
no particular concern When. without protest 
or interference, we let Eastern Europe, an 
1nfin1tely more important area., drift Into 
communism. 

I am a Republican and regret that no 
prominent Republican bas seen flt to speak 
out on these issues and to support the stand 
which you two gentlemen have so courage
ously taken. I am sending a copy or this 
letter to a few other persons who might 
be interested 1n lts subject matter. 

Yours very truly, 
WALTER L . NossAMAN. 

Los ANGELES, CALD'., 
Augu8t 5, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : We support your po
sition on South Vietnam. You are a coura
geous man to adhere to the principle of world 
peace through the machinery of the United 
Nations, when both political parties wish to 
attain our goo.ls by mllltnry force. Thank 
you. 

FREDERIC G. MARKS. 

DEAR SENATOR : Permit me to give my moral 
and spiritual support for your courageous 
speech following the so-called attack on the 
U .S. fleet by North Vietnamese PT boats. 

Could anyone In this country, or the world 
for that matter, actually believe this to be 
true without extreme provocation on our 
par t ? It seems we are Intent on engaging 
them In war by fair means or foul, and this 
would seem to be the device. I for one can't 
swallow the yarn that they attacked us with
out provocation. 

I am a registered Republican, In your 
ca.mp, and hope you will have the strength 
to continue the fight for some semblance of 
sanity In this situation. 

Please accept my best wishes. 
Sincerely. 

FLOSSMOOR. ILL. 
ANDREW T . CULLODEN. 

BROOKLYN, N .Y., 
August 8, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MOR.SE: Only by negotiation 
can we hope to extricate ourselves from the 
d1Ba.ster which the policy of force being em
ployed under the orders of President John
son In southeast Asia forebodes for the world . 

Your courageous stand fo1r a cease-fire In 
Vietnam and withdrawal of J!Unerlcan troops 
has given heart to the forc•~s of peace and 
sanity In our country. 

Respectfully yours, 
CECELIA WOLFSON . 

GREENBELT, Mo., 
Jlugust 4, 1964 . 

Senator w A YNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Butlding, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I ca.JI not send you a 
communication on any ma1.ter without at 
the same time telling you 11ow thoroughly 
I agree with your views on Vlletna.m. I want 
to commend you most highl~7 for the splen
did, courageous and forcefUl way you have 
spoken out on numerous oc:caslons against 
the wrong and folly, as we see It, of our 
Government's course in rega1rd to Vietnam. 
I have heard a.nd seen you speak on this 
matter at least twice on tel•evlslon (on the 
"Today" program) . I have vnitten to Presi
dent Johnson twice protesting against our 
policy In Vietnam , and urging a negotiated 
settlement and neutrn.llzn.tion of the whole 
Indochinese peninsula, and collected 22 ad
di t ional signatures on my Ill.St letter. But 
It does not look as U all the protests against 
U .8. participation In and support of the wa r 
In Vietnam were going to succeed In changing 
U .S. pollcy. There a re not e:nough protests. 

I applaud you also for all your efforts to 
help the poor and unfortunate people. If 
we could Just have a lot more Senators and 
Representatives like you, how much better 
off our country and the world would be. 

With best wishes, I am, 
Sincerely, 

Mrs. ELSIE B. REEVES. 
P .S.-Even since the Vietnam crisis you 

stlll maintain your good sense-you and 
Senator GRUENING. I knew you would. 

WHITEFISlEI, MONT., 
August 7, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Of!l.ce Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR Moasg; Tha1lk you for the 
"no" vote on the resolution to back the ad
mlntstratlon•s latest move to extend the war 
In Vietnam and thus bring tile world closer 
to the brink of an unthlnka.ble nuclear war. 
We strongly believe that the ca.use or peace 
can best be served only if 'we get out of 
South Vietnam, and now Nortlb. Vietnam, too. 
Would that there were more Senators as cou
rageous as you and Senator GRUENING. 

Very truly yours, 
Mr. and Mrs. Wn.FJi:RD PEDERSEN. 

OSKALOOSA, IOWA, 

Senator WAYNE MORSE. 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D .C . 

August 10, 1964 . 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : At this occasion 
must congratulate you !or ~he dissenting 
vote cast by you against tho superimposi
tion of power tor President Johnson by both 
the House and Senate. This gives President 
Johnson the lndiscrlmlnate authority to 
use uncontrollable force "ln e,ggresslve war
fare and undeclared war ," without Senate 
approval In specUic Instances. This ls con
trary, to the will of the ConsMtutlon which 
d esires to keep the peace. :By his action 
President Johnson did In S•,uth Vietnam 
retallate not only against the first offense 
but took occasion to instlga~te a "second 
aggressive offensive" not granted him by the 
Constitution or the Congress. This ls 
tyranny and aggressl ve EU:tlon due to super
imposition of unlawful authority. 

It was you and Senator Ea~"EST GaUENING 
who voted right on this matter, the rest 
voted in a schizophrenic or Insane manner. 
that will greatly hurt th~! prestige of 
America In a ll the world. Please thank 
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Senator GRUENING for me, regarding the 
rightness of this dissenting vote against 
unauthorized superimposed wiconstltu
tlonal authority or power for the Presi
dent of the United States. 

I have on several occasions notified 
President Johnson, that "no power on 
earth" will be able to prevent the Com
munist takeover in the Orient or Ea.st. 
This includes also Vietnam. It ls a Wi!Ste 
of Jlves and material on our part to defend 
Vietnam against aggression. It ls a viola
tion by us against their sovereignty as a 
Nation. De Gaulle had the right solution 
(neutrallze the - Orient), this President 
Johnson ignored because of his megace
phallc authority foisted upon him by the 
Congress. 

Sincerely, 
WALTER T. 0 ETJEN. 

Los ANGELES, CALIF. , 
Atlgust 7, 1964. 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: It was very hearten
ing to us to bear your co=ents on the 
Vietnam matter, and we co=end you 
highly for speaking out. We wish there 
were more men of your caliber in Congress. 
We hope fervently that you will continue to 
use your lnf!uence to keep us out of war. 

Respectfully your.s, 
BEN and ELLA WALT. 

ROSEVILLE, MICH., 
AU{IUSt 9, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE. 
DEAR MR. MORSE: Commendations and a 

grateful thanks for offering what appears 
at present to be one of the only two sane 
voices in the country on Vietnam situation. 
Although I am not a constituent of yours 
I feel you are representing the true wishes of 
most of the American people who will have to 
fight. the war whtch J ohnson Is brewing. 

Yours truly, 
RosALINl> WELTMAN. 

PRINCET"ON, N.J .. 
August 10, 1964. 

The Honorable WAY NE MoRSE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I would like to ex
press my 11.ppreciation of the forthright stand 
you have taken on the floor of the Senate re- . 
gard!ng our role In Vietnam. It takes no 
little courage to support an unpopular posi
tion, as you and Senator GRUENING did, in 
the face of widespread opposition and jingo
istic fervor. 

Although I am not a constituent of yours. 
and hence my support won't be of much sig
ntil.cance, I nevertheless feel that you should 
know that I, my wife, and many of my friends 
here at Princeton have great respect for your 
and Senator GRUENING's efforts. I hope that 
you will have some euccess in rallying your 
colleagues to the McGovern proposal. 

Sincerely, 

Hon. WAYNE-MORSE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D .C. 

CHANDLER DAVIDSON. 

HAMLIN, N.Y., 
August 11, 1964. 

MY DEAR SENATOR: I am one of the mil
l!ons of Americans who applaud your cou
rageous nctlon 1n opposing the madness of 
our policy in Vietnam and its 1nherent, threat 
to the peace of the world. More power to 
you. 

Personally, I deplore our intransigent atti
tude toward l!ttle Cuba, while at the same 
time we hob-nob with the beast Franco and 
bolster his rotten dictatorship by millions 
In subsidies. 

I hope you will work !or the withdrawal 
or our troops from an parts or the globe, 
and a resumption of our policy time-honored 
In the past, o! minding our own business. 

While political beatings, torture, and mur
der is rampart In the South, and bitter pov
erty affects millions of our people, It would 
seem that we have enough to do to mind 
our own business. 

We are :&.either good enough nor b!g 
enough to run the whole damned world. 

Respectfully yours, 
JOHN D. LA WALL. 

P.S.-My father was a Union soldier, my 
uncle left his arm at Gettysburg, and at the 
age of 15 I served in the Phllippines !n the 
Spanish-American War. 

Could you kindly send me a roster of the 
Senate? 

TullN TOWARD PEACE, 
New York, N.Y., August 8, 1964. 

DEAR Sm: Let me urge you to take time 
out of a busy life to ree.d the enclosed. leaflet 
on South Vietnam by Robert S. Browne. We 
send It to you not as an otiicial statement of 
"Turn Toward PeruJe"; as a.n organization of 
organizations it does not iSsue such official 
documents. "Turn Toward Peace" does want 
to promote d1SCU9Slon, and I can tell you 
that the general une of Mr. Browne's leaflet 
Ls accepted by a great many of the orga
nizations participating in "Turn Toward 
Peace" as well as by ma.ny others unofficially 
represented at two oonferences concerned 
with this subject. 

I think the recent events in the Bay of 
Tonkin and our aerial bombardment o! 
North Vietnam reinforce the concllllions of 
this paper. Our involvement ln Vietnam is 
in itself a provocation which can only drag 
us in deeper and deeper. If we truly seek 
peace in southeast Asia we should immedi
ately take steps to internationalize the situ
ation, to end unilateral United States in
volvement, and to see that serious negoti
ations begin. 

I myself, speaking as Norm.an Themas 
rather than officially as chainrul.Il of any
thing, believe that our Government's present 
pollcy will, in the long run, help more tba.n 
hurt aggressive co=unism throughout the 
world; further, it points steMl!ly toward 
Asian, or proba.bly world, war. A political 
solution may be difficult. A military solu
tion ls impossible. 

Sincerely yours, 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 

NORMAN THOMAS. 

AMHERST, MASS. t 
August 9, 1964 . 

Senator of the United States, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

My dear SENATOR: Permit me, though not 
one of your constituents, to express my deep 
admiration for the courage and wisdom you 
have exhibited by opposing the recent resolu
tion of the Congress concerning the 
U.S. policy in southeast Asia. It wlll be 
long remembered by many who think like 
you that you and Senator GRUENING were 
the lonely dissenters In an emotion-condi
tioned move that may well be the gravest 
political error of this generation. The tradi
tional missionary zeal of the Americans who 
belleve that they are destined to bring "the 
law to the les~er breeds" once again has in
duced them to identify their own Interests 
with the general po!tulate of freedom, an 
attitude which our enemies not unjustly 
may stigmatize as "imperialism." 

I visited Saigon 2 years ago. The im
pression I gained is that we cannot win this 
war and tbe sooner we disengage ourselves 
the better far us and for them. 

Respectfully yours, 
KARL LOEWENSTEIN. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

SEATrLE, WASH., 
August 9, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MoasE: We write to con
gratulate you on your stand in the Senate 
on the Vietnam resolution, and to encourage 
you to continue to try to voice constructive 
alternatives to this very complicated prob
lem. 

We are supporting the positions of people 
like yourself, and trying to see that they 
reach as wide an audience as possible. 

Sincerely yours, 
ANNE M . and DAVID R . STADLER. 

P .S.-If your office could also convey this 
message to the otfice of Senator GRUENING 
from Alaska, we would l!ke to extend it to 
him as well. 

CORONA DEL MAR, CALIF., 
August 18, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MOR.SE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I want to take tl1is 
time to express my hearty support on your 
position regarding our entire conduct to date 
in Sou th Vietnam. I am particularly proud 
that you had the courage to again be one of 
the tiny Senate minority wh0 would express 
their opposition. 

You presented the facts most sincerely and 
effectively and from what I read you received 
very good press coverage on your views. Very 
serious mistakes are presently being made 
in our national policies and It would be nice 
to be able to see some way of altering this 
imprudent and rather d!s&strous course in 
southeast Asia. The United Nations i!> fully 
prepared to accept these ruponsibil!ties and 
each of these that lt can successfully tackle 
and accomplish helps to build a stronger and 
more effective U.N. Are we so afraid of our 
position in the U .N.? 

I would appreciate your co=ents regard
ing the compromise rider of DIRKSEN and 
MANSFIELD on the Issue of legislative appor
tionnrnn t . I can understand GOLDWATER'S 
need for delaymg this constitutional require
ment, but cannot quite understand the Dem
ocratic Party's need and presumed support 
of DIRKSEN's rider. .Just wh&t are these facts 
as you see th.em? 

It is both interesting and frightening to 
see the clear and distinct parallels between 
the birth and development of fascism in 
Germany and the beginnings I see in the 
rise Of BARRY GOLDWATER. A rereading of 
Fro=·s book, "E&eape From Freedom," helps 
to explain the rising force of America's·brand 
of fascism. I think that GOLDWATER'S use of 
the word "extremism" helps to further delude 
the American people. I am reminded that 
Hitler never was elected, and I would guess 
that BARRY'S "army" will play an equally 
dirty game of politics. It would be nice to 
think that Am&ica's intellect is superior to 
Germany's and that the intellectual resist
ance will be much more vigorous. W!ll it? 

Best regards, 
GEORGE R. HERMACH. 

LA .JOLLA, CALIF., 
August 19, 11J64. 

The Honorable WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Build.ing, 
Washington, D .C. 

MY DEAi< SENATOR MORSE: I want to express 
my deep gratitude for the lonely and cour
ageous stn.nd wh!Oh you have t.aken against 
the war in Vietnr..m. for your clarifying of 
the Issue whene\·er possible (notably in the 
article in the August Progressive), and es
pecially for your vote against the resolution 
to give the Pre~ldent power to eJ<pand the 
war. 

One negative vote. in a situation and at 
a time like tbls, c.'1.n have historic sfgnifi-
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cance. It may be the nucleus for a rlit in 
a policy which looks unalterable. I believe 
reality and right are both on your side. 

With gratitude and admiration, 
Yours sincerely, 

HELEN M. BEARDSLEY. 

WEST SLAYTON, OREG., 
August 21, 1964. 

MY DEAR SENATOR: Just received your Tet
ter on the Johnson and McNamara war in 
Vietnam. The Kennedy and Eisenhower war 
In Cuba, the Truman police action in Korea. 
I am against the whole kit and kaboodle and 
I would advise the foreign aid to git out 
of business lock, stock, and barrel. I have 
oodles and gobs of friends that feel the same 
way I do; {2) Now then I am !or a graduated 
income tax. graduated production tax, grad
uated ownership tax. 

Keeping in mind maximum efficiency 
with a minimum-size operation; (3) all Fed
eral incomes to be divided 50-50 with the 
State or States from whence the Income 
came from; (4) the States to run their own 
health, welfare, and education; (5) and I 
am for Senator WAYNE MoRSE most of the 
time. 

Respectfully your friend. 
Mr. and Mrs. c. A. KEIRSEY. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senator from Oregon, 
Senate 0 ffice Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

CHICAGO, ILL., 
August 11, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I want to express n1y 
gratitude to you for having voted against 
the "predated declaration o! war" which 
your colleagues approved last week. 

It was gratifying to see that at least one 
legislator had the good sense to call a spade 
a spade and spoke out against the question
able and reprehensible and hasty act com
mitted by our government in reprisal for acts 
equally reprehensibl~. 

It seems that many of our leaders have not 
yet fully realized that conditions In the world 
in 1964 are dlllerent from any previous time 
In man's history and therefore require dif
ferent treatment. 

There must be thousands of us appreciat
ing your independent thinking. I certainly 
do. 

Respectfully yours, 
KENNETH R. BURLEY. 

THE BAPTIST STUDENT CENTER, 
San Jose, Calif., August 11, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE. 
DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I wish, to thank you 

most heartly for your stand on Vietnam, and 
for your excellent article in the last 
"Progressive." 

If we don't comm!t suicide over Vietn,am. 
you wlll have a great deal o! credit for sav
ing us and the world, 

Sincerely yours, 

Hon. W1>YNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Wa.shington, D .C. 

GEORGE L. COLLINS. 

BRONX, N.Y., 
August 8, 1964 . 

DEAit SEN/>TOR MORSE: Applause for a sane 
voice in this new hysteria around the Viet
nam war. 

My wire to President Johnson, "You a.re 
falling into GOLDWATER'S trap by escalating 
war In Vietnam without justification,'' has 
gone unanswered. 

Your courage and independence give hope, 
however, that others will join you-and that 
we'll achieve peace In our lifetime. 

Sincerely yoi1rs, 
MIL'>n: :D NULLi:;R. 

ST. PE'l'ERSBURG, FLA., 
August 8, 1964. 

Senator WA.YNE ·MORSE. 
DEAR SENATOR: I wish to express my alarm 

and sorrow a.t the deterioration In Vietnam. 
With tbe possible extension o! armed con
flict with all !ts profound tragic conse
quences to millions of people. 

I support your courageous stand with my 
humble appreciaUon. 

May it strengthen your efforts to seek 
peace to end these hostilities oo all nations 
and people will bring these problems to a 
conference and seek solution with peace and 
justice in our hearts. 

Very truly yours. 

Senator WAVNE MORSE, 
Senate Building. 
Washington, D.C. 

MAUDE DOOLITTLE. 
SYDNEY J. BIRDSEY. 

AUGUST 7, 1964. 

DEAR MR. MORSE: I am writing to express 
my appreciation tor the speech you made 
August 4 criticizing American policy in Viet
nam. The only outcome o! such a policy 
could be sending more and more men to 
tight, ex.change of fire with North Vietnam, 
bombings and finally war unless there is a 
reversal because the people do not want 
such a war. I was appalled at the unani
mous approval {with your exception) of 
President Johnson's "brlnksmanshlp," which 
ls certainly the opposite o! statesmanship. 

Thank you again for bringing a little light 
and clarity (and sanity) to the Senate. 

FRANCES SCAFIDI. 
(Mrs. A. Scafldl). 

CLEVELAND HEIGHTS, OHIO . 

CHAPEL HILL, N.C., 
August 7, 1964. 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : Yesterday I wired 
President Johnson urging him to support 
your position on Vietnam and to call for 
negotiations through the Geneva conference 
for a settlement of the southeast Asia crisis. 
It ls good to know that are at least two Mem
bers of the U.S. Senate who are willing to 
stand up to the military and refuse their 
blessing on this war-<:arrylng on where the 
French left off. The French were involved 
because Indochina was their colony. We say 
we are involved for the sake of "freedom," 
even though the man we are supporting never 
won his place through anything more demo
cratic than a military coup. We are support
ing a government tha.t is not being sup
ported by the people . Over and over I've 
said this to the President but I may as well 
have saved my breath to cool my porridge. 

I shall not wear you down with a long 
harangue. I want simply to thank you for 
your courage and to commend you. I wish 
that our Senators from North Carolina had 
the same courage. 

I did not know that Senator GRUENING 
had stood with you until the newscast a few 
hours ago. I am sending him a copy of this 
note-as well as my own two Senators, Mr. 
ERVIN and Mr. JORDAN. 

Cordially, 
CHARLOTTE ADAMS. 

Los ANGELES, CALIF. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Washington, D.C. 

A1Lgust 6, 1964, 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I am grateful to 
you for the humanity, good judgment, and 
courage which you showed in your latest 
speech upon the situation in Vietnam. 

It ts tragic that American officials seem so 
willing to sacrifice American llvoo and risk 
the danger of an atomic war to support the 

Interests of the government cllche in South 
Vietnam . 

With thanks and sincere good wishes, 
ANNA NACKE. 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE. 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.a. 

ST. Louxs , Mo., 
August 7, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Because you Will re
ceive many letters condemning your vote on 
the South Vietnam situation resolution, I 
want you to know that there are some people 
who do support your stand. When I finish 
this brief note to you, I intend to write a si
milar one to Senator GRUENING. 

All this turmo\l growing out of torpedoes 
tbat missed their mark is ridiculous. Fur
thermore, how are we to be sure that the 
whole "attack" was not a fabrication on 
the part of our "ally", South Vietnam, in 
order to get us more thoroughly Involved in 
the war, as the Kahnh government had been 
urging us to be in the weeks immediately 
preceeding the attack? Or, worse, could it 
be "the invisible government" in action 
again? 

At any rate, let us hope that we will not be 
pushed over the brink by whoever ls doing 
the pushing. 

In closing, let me add that I hope you will 
continue to be able to maintain your lonely 
stand and t.o vote the courage of your con
victions. You are not alone, and I do hope 
others who think as I, and my husband, do, 
will write to tell you so. 

Sincerely, 
BARBARA B . WOLFE. 
Mrs. Alvin W . Wolfe. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

AUGUST 6, 1964. 

MY DEAR SENATOR MORSE : God give you 
strength to continue lifting your voice in this 
em of falsehood and deceptions. 

Surely you are a greater patriot than those 
who would send our men to be killed and to 
kill others. 

May your tribe increase. 
Sincerely yours, 

Mrs. HATTl'.E PA.SKIN. 
LOS ANGELES. 

SENATOR MORSE ASSAILS U .S. AS "PROVOCA
TEUR'' 

WASHINGTON.-Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Democrat, of Oregon, yesterday assalled the 
United States as a "provocateur" in South 
Vietnam and said he will not support a "pre
dated decla ration o! war" in Asia. 

MORSE, a consistent critic of U .S . mainte
nance of troops In South Vietnam, voiced his 
opposition as the Senate's leadership mapped 
plans to push through a resolution backing 
President Johnson In whatever steps are 
necessary to preserve peace and freedom in 
southeast Asia. 

He charged, In a Senate speech, that the 
incidents which inspired the resolution
on which the Senate Foreign Relations and 
Armed Services Committees will meet at 9 
a.m. today-"ls as much the dolng of the 
United States as it ls the doing of North 
Vietnam." 

The resolution, expected to have over
whelming bipartisan backing, Is expected 
to be introduced in the Senate tomorrow. 

MoasE charged that a forerunner to the 
attacks on the U.S. destroyers was a known 
bombardment by South Vietnamese naval 
vessels of "two North Vietnamese Islands 
within 3 to 5 or 6 miles of the main coast o! 
North Vietnam." 

He said the "clear Implication" of that 
incident is that the U.S. Navy stood guard 
while vessels of South Vie tnam shelled North 
Vi~tnam. 
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MORSE declared that the United States has 

much to lose and llttle to gain by continu
ing Its "unilateral military action in south
east Asia, unsanctioned by the United Na
tions, and unaccompanied by allies" and 
should "strike a blow !or peace" at the con
ference table. 

"I shall not support any substitute which 
takes the form of a predated declaration of 
war," he declared. "I shall not support any 
delegation of the duty of Congress---of Con
gress-not the Presldent---to determine an 
issue of war or peace. 

"I shall not support any substitute wh!ch 
takes the form of military action to expand 
the war or that encourages our puppets ln 
Saigon to expand the war." 

ANN ARBOR, MICH., 
Au gust 7 , 1964. 

Sena tor WAYN E MoasE, 
U.S. Senate Building, 
Washington, D .C . 

DEAR Sm: I am writing this letter about 
your dissent vote regarding the resolut ion 
backing President Johnson 's action in 
southeast Asia. 

I think you are absolutely right in your 
vote. We should gradually remove all our 
forces from South Vietnam. I think the 
French round this out after so m any yea.rs 
t here . 

Thank you. 
Sincerely yours, 

CLYDE J , BENNETT. 

EDGARTOWN, MASS., 
August 7, 1964. 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
Senatar from Oregon, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR Sm: May I congra tulate you !or your 
courageous stand against adm1nistration 
policy on Vietnam. Believe me, there are 
mlll!ons of Americans who feel as you do. 
Please keep up the good fight . 

Sincerely yours, 
SAMUEL PRESCOTl' FAY, Jr. 

CRAWFORDSVU.LJ!:, IND ., 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Bu ilding, 
Washington, D .C. 

AU!!USt 8, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : Thank you for your 
courageous and intelligent stand on the 
Vietnam-Gui! of Tonkin question. We need 
more intelligence with our courage. 

I have spent the past 5 years teaching 
chemistry in Ind.la, and hope to return next 
year. I have seen that the problems In Asia 
a.re not primarily military. We need time, 
not war, in order to help Asians with their 
task o! build.Ing freedom In Asia. As India 
well knows, freedom from foreign rule and 
from communism does not Insure freedom 
from hunger, from the misuse o! freedom , 
etc. And !or most of the fathers and 
mothers who a.re seeing their children go 
hungry, freedom from hunger is more im
portant than polltlcal freedom . 

We need time. The unwillingness to prac
tice the art of Yankee trading and dispro
portionate retaliation are not the best ways 
to obtain the time we need . 

Thank you for your statements and vote. 
S incerely yours, 

WILLIAM E . BAUER . 

MILWAUKEE, Wrs .. 

Sena tor WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate OOice Bui lding, 
Wash i ngt on, D .C . 

August 6 ,1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : Thank you for the 
comments you made on the floor of the Sen
ate in regard to the Vietnam crisis. Yours 
Is the sole voice of sanity In our Government. 
We join you In refusing to support a dellber-

a.tely conceived "predated declaration o! 
war" to quote your excellent statement. 

Sincerely, 

Sena tor WAY NE MORSE, 
Washington, D .O. 

RALPH SACKS. 

CAZENOVIA , N.Y., 
August 6, 1964 . 

DEAR MR . MORSE: I wan t to tell you how 
much I have respected and admired you !or 
the wise analysis and counsel you have been 
giving the American people about Vietnam. 
I! we had followed your advice months ago, 
we could h ave avoided our present dangerous 
predicament. Your courageous stand these 
last f ew terrible days h as been an Inspiration 
t o us all. 

Keep up your good work. 
Very sincerely yours, 

JANE GREY ANDERSON. 

STATE UNIVERSITY OF IOWA, 
Iowa City, Iow a, August 7, 1964. 

Sen a tor WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Buildtng. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : Congratulations on 
your courageous stand aga inst t he adminis
tration's reckless policy in Vietnam . Some
day It will be generally acknowledged that 
you were right and the rest o! your col
leagues wrong about this Issue. In the 
meantime, I hope you will keep up the good 
work !or a long time to come. 

Yours, 
CHRISTOPHER LASCH, 

Associate Professar of History . 

WAYNE MORSE, 
Washington, D .C . 

NEW YORK, N.Y. 

DEAR MR. MORSE : I am completely behind 
your position !or getting U.S. troops out of 
Vietnam and using the U.N. rather than the 
military to preserve world peace. Thank you, 
sir, so much !or being sane. The rational 
world, even 1! they don't realize it, congratu
late you on your in telligent stand. 

Thank you, 
Sincerely, 

MARION SHATUN . 

DETRorr, MICH., 
Au gust 7, 1964. 

Hon. w A YNE MORSE, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : Thank you !or the 
fortitude you have shown in withstand.Ing 
the blandishments o! powerful interesm a.p
parently bent on dragging th1s country into 
a war thousands of miles from our shores, 
meanwhile neglecting domestic Issues crying 
for attention. 

Yours may be a lone voice but you are on 
the s ide o! truth . 

Yours very truly, 
WESLEY M. WITWER. 

Hon. LYNDON J OHNSON, 
Presiden t , United States, 
Washin gton, D .O. 

DALLAS, TEX., 
A1igust 8, 1964. 

DEAR MR. PRESIDENT : Our presen t dilemma 
in Vietnam points up how !ant&stlcally 
rid!oulous It ls for U8 to continue to bar 
Red China !rom the United Nations. I! that 
country were a member, grievances could be 
taken before the U.N. a.nd we would have 
some hope for a solution ot the problem. 

To Asians I ca.n 1magine that your state
ment tha t we "have acted and alWll.ys will 
act In self-defense," goes over like a lead 
be.lion. They must d.nl.w a pa.ra.llel between 
th1s country and Germany and Italy when 
the later two countries were miles from 
their own country bombing the devil out of 
people. 

For the sake of God and humanity, let's 
go about bringing an end to the wa.r in 
Vietnam. 

Very sincerely, 
CORDYE HALL. 

Copy to Hon. WAYNE MoasE. 

LIDrc11: Is NOT FoRGOTrEN 
EDITOR, THE RECORD: It was 22 years ago 

today (June 10, 1942) that Hitler and h1s 
Nazis destroyed and razed the little vllla.ge 
of Lldice • • • in Czechoslovakia. 

That morning Hitler's Nazis took out every 
male in the village from 16-yea.r-old boys to 
the oldest men, and llned them up and 
mowed them down with machine-gun fl.re . 
They huddled the women in army trucks 
and took them to concentration cam.ps, and 
scattered the children throughout Germa n y. 
The entire village was stripped; • • • t h e 
buildings were razed with army bulldozers, 
and the stones and lumber were carted away; 
the ground was leveled; only a part of t h e 
foundat ion of the old vlllage church and of 
the Horak home a.re seen. A little brook runs 
through the village. • • • 

In 1926 I passed through Lldlce on my 
way to Kladno. My friend John Jindra of 
Emerson visited the old site o! Lldice last 
year . • • • The Czecks have h ave left It as It 
was the day the Nazis d.e6troyed It. But on 
!t.s boundary has been built a m emorial 
park with rose gardens, and the rose pla n ts 
growing there were sent from all parts of 
the world.. The men and families have a 
fl.ttlng memorial. 

After a lapse o! 23 years my wile and I 
went to CZechoslova.kia.. We arrived in 
Pre.ha August 13, 1961 , the day t he Com
munists fl.nlshed the Berlin wall. The 
Czecks of Praha were celebra ting the n ews: 
they sa.ld they should. put a wall along the 
border so there would be no more Lid.ices. 

After 2 days in Praha I went to t he village 
where my mother was born more than 100 
years ago. It is a. village s imila r to Lid!ce. 
Its name is Maly Bor-Small Boro . 

We spoke about the Berlln wal l. The 
Czechoslovaks, the Yugoslavs, and the P olish 
nation want the wall to stand. They know 
that had Hitler and. the Nazis won, wi thin 
40 to 50 yea.rs there would have been n o 
Polish, Yugoslav, or Czech schools ; all would 
have been Naz!fied and German would be 
the only language spoken. They want no 
united Germany. They will unite to figh t 
to keep their nationalities. There was once 
a great AW;tro-Hunga.rian empire. What is 
left ls Austrla,...-populatlon, about 8 million. 
They are independent o! Germany. Eas t 
Germany, with a population of about 18 
Inllllon, can get along independelltly. -

We known the Berlin wall ls a monstrosity. 
The murdering and shooting down of Inno
cent boys and fathers; the razing of an 
entire vlllage; the carting otf of its women 
and children; the wiping it off. the !ace of 
the earth by man, not by natural forces, I 
a greater monstrosity. 

WILLIAM ZABRANSKY, Jr 
LITTLE F ERRY, June 10, 1964. 

SACRAMENTO, CALIF .. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Buildin g, 
Washingt on, D .C. 

A u gust 13, 1964 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Thank you for speak
ing out on the Vietnam situation. 

Yours was a voice of res.son. I only hope 
that others wlll be strengthened by your 
courage and insight. 

This is not a time for unity toward war. 
I wish that you were the Senator from my 
State. I am thankful that you represent 
the 1deas and ideals of interest to me. 

Respectfully yours, 
HARRY ARON, Ph. D ., 
Prof essar of Psychology. 
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SAN LoRENZO, CALIJI'., 

Auguat 8, 1964. 
The Honorable WAY~ Moas:s, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAB Sm: I wish to commend you for the 
stand you have taken during the present 
Vietnam crisis. Aa a wife and mother of 
four chlldren I am deeply concerned that 
other Senators and Congressmen have not 
taken such a similar courageous stand. I 
have written both my Congressman and Sen
ator urging them to do all in their power 
to see that our Nation acts through the 
United Nations to keep from starting a nu
clear wa.r. I have written a similar request 
to the President of the United States. Please 
keep on supporting your suggested course 
of action-the only sensible way of thinking 
in the atomic age. 

Sincerely, 
Mrs. RUSSELL TAUSHECK. 

Senator w A YNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

NEW YORK, N .Y ., 
August 5, 1964 . 

DEAR Sm: As a student o! political science 
I have often been disturbed by the seeming 
broad agreement on a.n American foreign 
policy which often lacks any sense. Now and 
then I have come across statements you have 
made in an attempt to reorient our foreign 
policy. However, it Is almost impossible to 
locate any o! your speeches in tlle New York 
press. Indeed only the Tlmes mentions your 
statements but there ls rarely an ampllfica.
tion. I would appreciate any reprints of 
your speeches on foreign aid and southeast 
Asia. I! this would not be possible, an in
dication of where I might locate the afore
mentioned would be appreciated. 

Respectfully, 
RONALD BAYER. 

MINNEAPOLIS, MINN., 
August 9, 1964. 

The Honorable w AYNE MORSE, 
U.S. Senate Office Building, 
Wa.Shingtcm, D.C. 

MT DEAR SENATOR MORSE : Before another 
da.y passes, let me express my hearty agree
ment With your remarks on the Vietnam 
Cl'lsls, and those reasons you expressed for 
refusing to join in the congressional vote of 
confidence and authorization of greatly ex
tended powers to the President. 

I had a queasy feeling that this affair In 
the Bay of Tonkin was nothlng more than a 
clever political ploy by the administration 
t.o confound the Goldwater opposition. 
Since Johnson's action was essentially what 
GoLDWATER has been cla..tnorlng for, this put 
GoLDWAT.ER in a position of enforced agree
ment With the Johnson move. this check
mating (or at least stalemating) GOLD- · 
WATEa's arguments that the Johnson forces 
have been "soft" in the Vietnam a ffair . And 
President Johnson most probably reasoned 
that the Communist Chinese would not react 
with wa.r , and eve12 if they did, they cannot 
react with nuclear arms, and wit h t he Slno
Sovtet dispute in force, Russia. probably 
would not intervene in such a. localized mat
ter. While this calculating may be accurate, 
and may have "paid off," it consists o! the 
greatest immorality known t.o 20th century 
man, namely the ga.rnb!lng with the entire 
populations ot t he Northern Hem!sphere . 

It has been told me, over and over aga.1.n , 
that we should not expect "morality" in In
ternational affairs. This ls why I was so 
heartened to hear your plea. !or looking at 
this issue In a. moral light, and tor looking at 
it as • • • say • • • the Turks a.re no'w 
looking at it, doing precisely what we did. 
only this time a.ga.lmt Cyprus. Tit for tat, 
they say. And, of course, they are right 
• • • if we were. 

The news media ma.de the worst o! your 
remarks, a.nd never did tell the listening or 
reading public here in Minneapolis who the 
other Senator was who voted with you 
a.gll.1nst the congressional support vote. I 
would be curious to know who he was, a.nd 
his reasons for votling against the overwhelm
ing tide. 

Thank you for being, as you always have 
be~n, our most courageous Senator. I only 
wish a. third party movement had a. chance 
in America. I'd organize it, and nominate 
you. Seriously, however • • • such a. thing 
is desperately needed. Have you any 
thoughts on this you could share with us 
h ere? 

Sin cerely, 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
Senat e Offi ce Bui lding, 
Washington, D.C. 

BETTE CHAMBERS. 

BROOKLYN, N .Y. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : I wish to compli
ment you on your display of integrity and 
courage in opposing our Nation's gleeful drift 
toward disaster in Asia. and moral loss every,
where. The events which led up to our a.Ir 
attacks aga inst North Vietnam territory a.re 
not yet clear to this writer. However, the 
scale of our reta.lla.tion-whlch attacked 
"supporting fa.c1llties" as well as warships 
was completely out of proportion to the 
stated provocation. Restraint, not over re
acting, would have been a more fitting re
sponse for a. nation that Ls both secure In 
the strength and convinced of the righteous
n ess of its ca.use. 

I cannot conceive that our Nation chooses 
to be the implacable enemy of one-fourth of 
mankind. 

I would like very much to receive from 
your office available reports on the nature of 
our Nation's Involvement in Vietnam and 
the nature of the regime we are supporting 
there with our blood and money. I treat 
most official statements on the crisis there 
with much skepticism. 

Respectfully yours, 
DAVID EUGENE BLANK. 

HOLLYWOOD CULTURAL CLUB, 
August 11, 1964. 

Se1;1a.tor WAYNE MoRSE, 
Senate, 
Washington, D .C . 

DEAR SENATOR MoRsE: We members o! 
Hollywood Cultural Club of Los Angeles, 
Ca.ill., admire and support wholeheartedly 
your sane and courageous stand on the 
grave situation in South Vietnam. 

Your views and opinion are correct and 
true to the facts prevalent In southeast Asia. 
and particularly In Vietnam. 

Therefore we all join you In the righteous 
fight against this undeclared, by our Con
gress, wa.r to cease the losses o! young Ameri
can lives. 

We wish you many scores of hea lthy and 
fruitful yea.rs o! life In our beautiful coun
try; we also Wish you to retain the strength 
of your convictions. 

Respectfully yours, 
SAMUEL RosENTHAL, Presid~nt. 
DORA H. SHAPmo, Secretary. 

WILLOWDALE, ONTARIO, CANADA, 
August 6, 1964. 

Sena tor WAYNE MORSE, 
Washington, D.C., 
United States of America. 

HONORED SIR: Let me express my sincere 
appreciation for your moral and political 
courage. I am 11\ll'e the th1nk:1ng world re
grets that you a.re not the President of the 
United States of America. 

It ls an insult t.o the average Intelligence 
t.o assert that a. peanut nation like North 
Vietnam would dare t.o risk a.nn1hlla.tion by 
an unprovoked attack on the mighty Un1ted 
States of America. 

President Johnson strives to steal the 
thunder from Mr. GoLDWATER-8.lld-will do 
so--a.t any oost. Hence the present crisis. 

Simllar to Korea, we ce.n lose a. "conven
tional" war in North Vietnam-the same 
enemy, on hls own ground . 

Seen in action, this breed of fighting man 
has no equal. 

The commies stole the blueprint from 
Rome; grab the kid at birth, close Ms mind, 
but ellmina.te the fear of hell . 

Korea saw mere boys from Florida a.nd 
California., who never had seen snow, unable 
to climb lrteep hills under a. 70-pound pack, 
sl aughtered like sheep. Frostbite casua lties 
were enormous. These kids were up against 
warmly clad "m onkeys" W'l.th a. bag of rice a t 
tneir b elt, and a burp gun. who skipped u p 
and down steep rcx:ks that would sea.re a 
goat . The tough lads who ma.de the hlllt.op, 
soon ran out of ammunition. The trucks 
with "ammo" were sidetracked into a ditch 
on the only road up front. The beer and ice 
cream trucks, plus Bob Hope's entertain
ment mob, had priority. 

In any conventional war, men who take a 
ca.r t.o buy some smokes are no match for 
these millions of spindly legged Commi.es 
who can-somehow- pack 140 pounds, bare
footed up hlll, drop his lood and be ready 
t.o fight . And in this new job in North 
Vietnam we have the selfsame setup as In 
Korea. Hence the Idea of h1rtng the same 
kind of breed In South Vietnam, ask1n.g them 
to fight for money. The COmmies have the 
"legs" and also a. belief we Catholics envy; 
we a.re not ready to die for the notion like 
Commies do. North Vietnam wrecked quite 
a flock of French governments, and licked 
600,000 French troops. President De Ge.ulle 
must now be dying laughing. He knew. 
Now American lads a.re going to die a.sprawl 
French graves before i t is over. 

Anyone ask Mr. Johnson what he Will do 
with North and South Vietnam once the 
war ls won; if ever? 

Oa.n we rule southeast Asia. which Will be 
bolling with a. supreme hatred when it ls all 
over? 

Only history will prove that Senator 
WAYNE MORSE was a.bout the only man In the 
United States or America who had the ability 
to see and thlnk c!.early on foreign affairs. 

Thank you, sir, for reading thls letter. 
Yours r espectfully, 

M . J. CAVENEY. 

AUGUST 11, 1964. 
DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I should like to ex

press my admiration for your courage in 
voting against the resolution on Vletnam., 
and may I say sir, that I completely agree 
with you. 

I have written to President Johnson 
voicing these opinions. 

Respectfully yours, 

Senator w A YNE MORSE, 
Washington, D.C. 

SYMA KAUFMAN. 

SEATI'LE, WASH ., 
August 6, 1964. 

DEAR SIR: I saw a. small article in the Seat
tle P .I . where you opposed the Senators' move 
to really get us into this darn war !or which 
I thank you. 

Lately, we have been fed on war prop
aganda so much that it ls getting slekening. 
And this P .I. ls about the worst. 

Yours truly, 
GEORGE AUSTIN. 

CHICAGO, ILL. 
Senator MoRSE . 

KIND Sm: We, a m a jority of American 
people, extend our !elicitations and praise 
for your courage in criticizing the actions of 
war by our President. Were a. referendum 
Instituted probably 80 to 85 percent o! our 
population would be opposed t.o our action 
In either South or North Vietnam. 
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We will not tall for the pentagonic shibbo

leth of Communist aggression In order to 
further the tormer's military aggression. 

People a.re asking what are we doing 
there, knowing we support milttary govern
ment at the rate o! $11h milllon per day. 

I, as well as many of our citizens, would be 
ready to bear arms against any enemy 8.P
proaching our shores. 

May health and courage maintain your 
logic and wisdom In thls matter and others 
where danger confronts the human race to 
the point of annlhliatlon. 

Good luck to you. 
Jos. LISS. 

ROCHESTER, N.Y., 
August 6, 1964. 

Sena tor WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR Sm: I have read your views on the 
U.S. pollcy 1n Vietnam which ts in violation 
ot the U.N. Charter. 

I should llke to inform you that I agree 
with your viewpoint and, 1n view of the re
cent U.S. military action, I also support your 
position in the Senate. 

I !eel that mllltary force ls no substitute 
for peaceful negotiation in Vietnam. 

Very truly, 
P.A. BODEN. 

GREEN'S FARM, CONN., 
August 6, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
The Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I heartily approve 
of your stand 1n refusing to approve of the 
resolution backing the President's stand in 
regard to southeast Asia. 

rt takes great courage to raise a minority 
voice of protest. I hope you will continue 
to do so. I also hope there will be a re
evaluation of our presence in southeast Asia. 
I believe we have "no business to be there,N 
except to uphold our prestige, and feel that 
the position of our warships 1n the Gulf of 
Tonkin ls provocative 1n the extreme, just 
as that of Russian ships In the Caribbean 
would be to us. 

Sincerely yours, 
Mrs. DONALD C. HARRISON. 

CLEvELAND, OHIO, 
August 9, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.q. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: It ls most heartening 
to know that you have taken a forthright 
stand in favor of a sensible program tor deal
ing with the situation in Vietnam. 

I am quite unable to understand why the 
United Nations has not yet been requested to 
send forces into this troubled spot. U.S. 
unilateral action there bespeaks an arrogant 
attitude which ill-becomes the leading de
mocracy of the world. 

Your stand ls admirable. 
Respectfully yours, 

EDNA K. VON PISCHKE. 

Los ANGELES, CALIF., 
August 9, 1964. 

Senators WAYNE MoRSE, ERNEsT GRUENING, 
U.S. Senate. 

HONORABLE Sms: Salutations, in that one 
voice or two the courage to stand by their 
honest convictions. Great leadership "fer 
shure," 1! every voice eager to cry "me too," 
just to be on the side of popular bravado. 

It happens to be the isolated opinion of 
this bumble human that Vietnam-nay
nor any other part ot the globe ls worth the 
lUe of any subject In pursuit of either ag
greesion o! defending it. 

From this, an artistic picture of how much 
value one lone human able to put upon the 

way of 1Ue 1n any pa.rt of our "as l.aN world 
where milling at the effects of ills, tb.a.t 111 
the thing to whoop it up over, rather than 
the causes. Nor can any evidence for falth 
be conjoured for a better world with due and 
humane respect for all lUe. With no faith 
for the betterment of the human anlma.l, 
what a far cry any hope t!>r the lower. 

Very respectfully, 
MRS. JEAN MONTAGUE. 

OAKLAND, CALD'., 
August 9, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
DEAR Sm: J ust to let you know that a great 

many people would be glad that you voted 
against Johnson in dispute with Vietnam. 
It they had the opportunity to be Informed, 
and to have read your previous speeches. 

Sincerely yours, 
Mrs. J.E. BIALLAS. 

BERKELE"Y, CALIF.,. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

August 8, 1964. 

DEAR Sm: In the newspa.pers on the west 
coo.st we have been getting only Mofficial,. 
explanations and speculation on develop
ments tn Vle<tna.m. Only by cha.nee did I 
hear on radlo any coverage at your views. 
As usual, on a major foreign policy l.ssue we 
are getting absolutely no dialog. 

I can't say that I support your views be
cause they are not making the press. How
ever, I urge you to maintain vocally an Inde
pendent position in the hope that a more 
sane view of this business will gain currency. 

Yours truly, 
DANmL J. RoLAND. 

WEST Covnu, CALIP., 
August 10, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Applaud your stand 
on Vietnam and admire the courage which it 
must have ta.ken t.o voice such a view. 

Sincerely, 

Senator w A YNE MORSE, 
Washington, D.C. 

PATRICIA MARION. 

DENVER, CoLO., 
August 10, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR: I wish to congratulate you 
on your position regal!'dlng Vietnam. 

We should get out of there. The associate 
editor at the Denver Post, who has been 

· visiting Vietnam and southeast Asia, report& 
in the Denver Post that the people at South 
Vietnam are no more prepared or mps.ble at 
governing themselves than we are at living 
on the moon. 

Have the people who have been promoting 
this a.ctlon in Vietnam thought thls whole 
business through? How many puppet gov
ernments (lnefl!cient) are we going to set up 
over there? and for how many decades? 

Sincerely yours, 
s. N. Bu'RCH. 

NEW YORK, N .Y ., 
Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate OjJlce Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I cannot thank you 
enough for the position you have taken ln 
opposing our actions 1n southeast Asia. 
More strength and courage to you because 
you are so right. 

Sincerely, 

Sena tor w A YNE MORSE, 
Senate Building, . 
Washington, D.C. 

Ln.ETTE HINDIN. 

BELMONT, VT~ 
August 8, 1964. 

DEAR SENM'OR MORSE: My husband and I 
would like to offer you our warm oongratula
tions and support regarding your recent 

statements on Vietnam. At a time when con
formity I.a more and more the rule, no mat
ter what the cost. lt ls heactenlng to know 
that there are even a few people like yourseU 
who are unafraid to come forward with sane 
and honest criticism of a policy which 111 
surely tnsane and can only lead to greater 
conflict. 

I would hope that you have received many 
letters and telegrams such as this one, for 
you ce~y deserve them. 

Most sincerely, 
ROBERT and LoUISE DE CORMIER. 

AUGUST 5, 1964. 
DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Thank you for being 

honest and courageous in your vote re the 
resolution on Vietnam. 

FLoRENCE I. HOSCH. 

NEW YORK, 
NEW YORK, N.Y .. 

August 6, 1964. 
DEAR SENATOR MoRSE: Just a note to tell 

you how much I admire the position you 
took today 1n the Foreign Relations Com
mittee hearings. 

It ls, I am sure, a lonely ti.me for you, 
standing aga1nst the combined jingoism of 
the Pen~n. the press, and your own col
leagues. 

This ls to let you know that you are not 
alone. 

Best wishes. 
KENNETH Mn.Ls. 

NEW YORK, N .Y., 
August 6, 1964. 

DEAR Sm: Bless you for protesting this 
miserable Vietnamese war while all the ar
rogant super patriots fall in llne. Have 
you heard the song which says. ''When Will 
we ever learn? This ls what pUZZles and 
worries thousands of us. Thank you a.gain, 
sir. 

Senator WAYNE MoRSE, 
U.S. Senate Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

PAULA KLINGHOJ'FE&. 

A.lloliRILLO, TEx., 
A11.gU$t 7, 1964. 

Sm: Congratulations. You need congratu
lations tor not going along with the crowd 
and becoming a puppet string for Johnson 
to manipulate. Congratulations !or think.
Ing alone and not with the crowd and voting 
your convictions and with your "good con
science.• You stand out a greater man than 
those who think. they must let Johnson pull 
the puppet strings for them, because if the 
puppet does not work they are a.f:rald John
son will lay it aside, throw it awa.y, and get 
him another puppet on the Hill. 

The press nor the Hill did not constantly 
condemn Johnson during this crisis and 
blame him for the crisis as lt did to John F. 
Kennedy. No. They did not go back and 
review all of Johnson's braggings and boast
ings and gleating about our going into North 
Vietnam and taking over. Johnson thought 
his speaking was carrying a big stick and 
that Red China would lay down and play 
dead. Since it did not, he used a western
picture saying-"shoot to klll." I believe the 
saying Is "shoot him dead," but isn't shoot 
to k1ll makes them dead? Yes, our dear 
small-minded press wlll not review all of 
Johnson's spouting at the mouth that got us 
in the trouble, because we a.re a perfect na
tion and play to win under Johnson no matter 
how we play. 

The press constantly attacked and blamed 
President Kennedy, but not Johnson. John
son had advertised h1s major policy speech 
for California, I remember. His loud talk 
and boasting had It advertised quite some 
time before the day ca.me. Then he made 
his speech, and the reporters got them a 
magnifying glass picking out sentence after 
sentence trying to find that major foreign 
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policy sentence. Sure enough alter much 
straining of the eyes the sentence was found 
and stressed and stres8ed and stressed. It 
was that the war was being carried into 
North Vietnam. Since Johnson had had this 
stressed I guess he thought that we could 
move ships and planes and equipment at 
wm without retaliation. 

Last week, though, Johnson got nervous 
over his major policy speech and instead or 
blaming himself and his boastings, he 
blamed the press for making It dangerous 
stressing the fact that we were going into 
North Vietnam. The press, being on John
son's side, the side of blu!ling the people, 
took it Uke a man the accusations the Presi
dent handed out to them. It this were Ken
nedy, the press would have crucified him 
more and more instead of accepting the 
blame. That would have been managing 
the news or keeping things secret or making 
poUcies without the people knowing-they 
would not have taken the accusations like a 
man like they dld under Johnson. Was 
Jobnson then carrying the war to North 
Vietnam and the Red Chinese revealed It all 
with the flareup? 

Who really came out ahead? This might 
stop Johnson for a while 1n spreading the 
war as that Uttle incident could have em
barrassed the United States. But the press 
will not review all of Johnson's mouthing 
out his feelers trying to find out how to per
form his foreign policies In favor to the name 
Jobnson-that would glorify Johnson and 
would get no criticism. So we become a per
fect Nation which is infallible. The blame 
is all on the other side. Johnson·s mouth did 
not stir up a thing as he was only feeling so 
he could do everything just as the people 
wanted him to, to get his votes. That Is the 
little way Johnson has always practiced 
poUtlcs, but as President he ls going have to 
learn that you do it because it is right and 
that the United States is not perfect and 
every little rotten thing United States per
forms will some day be counted against her. 
Oh. JohnSOn ls advertised as the man that 
gets things done without paying any atten
tion to the means. Some day the means wUl 
teach us that everything we accomplish ls 
held against us because we did not pay any 
attention to the way we got where we arrived 
at our goal. Johnson will pay some day for 
the ugly way he does things just to put 
stars in Johnson's crown. So, congratula
tions, Honorable MOBSl< for a man who thliiks 
and who does not believe the United States 
is perfect in all its deaUngs and who has 
not become a puppet that has to go along 
with Johnson and his manipulating. Thank 
you for not becoming another "it" for John
son to control but is keeping your human 
character of being a "thou." 

Sincerely, 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

EDNA ADAMS. 

TRACY, CALlF. 

DEAR SENATOR: Just a word to you in re
gard to your protests against Congress giv
ing Johnson "blanket authority to wage war 
and the White House having too much pow
er." I thank God !or men like you and Sen
ator ERNEST GRUENING of Alaska. God bless 
you both. 

Sincerely, 
JAMES C. MCCUSKER. 

AUGUST 7, 1964. 
DEAR SENATOR: I congratulate you for your 

courage in standing up against the rest of 
your spineles,'J colleagues who thin.It that 
freedom Is best served by rattling our rock
ets. Your stand brings to mind another 
!utile attempt by a courageous Congress
woman from Montana some 20 years ago. 

Certa.lnly the road to moderation serves 
freedom much better than winning useless 
wars that only prove that our weapons are 
superior and more numerous. 

Yours sincerely, 
MICHAEL DAVID. 

BELLINGHAM, WASH., 
Au.gust 10, 1964. 

WAYNE MORSE, 
U.S. Senator, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I wish to thank you 
!or your oourage a.nd good judgment In 
speaking out a.s you have relative to the situ
ation into which we ha.ve been thrust In 
Vietnam. 

Why our leadership insists upon brutal
izing another generation of our children in 
the name o! "peace" and "morality" Is 
something that only Satan oould know. It 
appears that the people of this Nation are 
not going to experience reality and learn the 
proper lessons of history until they have 
been blasted out of their own cities and 
their own homes. Apparently they cannot 
learn from the record of the past which lies 
open before them, they must take their 
example from the comic strips, the televislon 
set and the movies. 

Don't stop fighting, and God bless you. 
Very truly yours, 

JOHN R. KELLY. 

ORLANDO, FLA., 
August 8, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I want to thank you 
for spea.klng against the war in Vietnam. 
We have no moral right there or In the Gulf 
of Tonkin. 

You and Senator GRUENING are the only 
ones to ll!t your voloes against our presence 
in the southeast Asia region. 

Do all the others believe that our wealth 
and military power give us a "rlght to dictate 
to all the world? 

"Our intervention ls very praiseworthy, 
but what their neighbors do is aggression." 
How much of the world sees It in that llght 
with us? 

Again I a.m. glad you speak out. 
Sincerely, 

BERTHA E. DAVIS. 

NEW YORK, N.Y., 
Au.gust 8, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I have been heart
ened !or some months by your honest and 
reeol ute sta.nd on Vietnam. 

Your courageous stand was continued in 
the vote yesterday aga.inst giving a blank 
check to Presi<lent Johnson in h1s dlsaBtrouB 
oourse. I have expressed th.ls separately, and 
at greater length to Sens.tor GRUENING. 

The two of you certainly stand out from 
the herd of Congressmen-egregiously (obs.). 

Please keep it up. 
Respectfully yours, 

ROBERT MEETON. 
P.8.-I have also sent Senat.or GRUENING a 

carbon oopy of a Jetter I sent President John
son following his brief live television an
nouncement the other night. It you are 
curious, ask him to let you see It. 

DISTRICT 65, RETAIL, WHOLESALE & 
DEPARTMENT STORE UNTON, AFL
CIO, 

NEW YORK, N.Y., Au.gust 6, 1964. 
Senator WAYNl< MORSE, 
Senate Otftce Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: The enclosed docu
ment ls a copy of a letter sent to President 
J'ohnson today. 

In light of your courageous leadership, 
we want you to know what we are doing. 

Sincerely and respectfully yours, 
DAVID LIVINGSTON, 

President. 

To Al! Members of District 6~i: 
By decision o! the general council con

sisting of all the stewards o! our union, 
the following Jetter WM sent t.o President 
Johnson. We urge that y•)U read it and 
discuss it with your shopmcates. 

AUGUST 5, 1964. 
President LYNDON B. JOHNSON, 
The White House, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR MR. PRESIDENT: Appi:oximately 1,000 
stewards constituting the General Council 
of District 65, representing n~ore than 30,000 
workers, met tonight and dlscussed the 
crisis In southeast Asia. Wlt;h 4 abstentions 
and 10 opposed, we voted tp send you this 
Jetter. We met as Joyal .A.merlcans, good 
trade-unionists and consistent supporters 
o! you, Mr. President and y•our administra
tion. As a matter of !act, our main busi
ness tonight was detailed preparation to 
assure your reelection and the defeat o! your 
dangerous opponent. 

We are sure that you would want t.o hear 
how the elected representatives of our mem
bers feel. O! course we condemn an attack 
on American ships in international waters. 
We cannot understand what; motivated the 
attack or its ultimate purpose. Whether it 
ls a provocation or a trap, as some news
papers say, we could not '.know. 

What we do know and de;;oply !eel Is that 
this event must not be permitted to be
come the first act in a great. war. Some o! 
us have felt !or some time that there was 
real question as to our American interest 
and our moral position inL supporting a 
government in Vietnam wbich, according 
to the press, has llttle sup1port among Its 
people. Some share the crltl>Clsm of Senator 
MORSE and feel that the many American 
boys who dled in Vietnam m.ay indeed have 
died in vain and that our extensive mili
tary buildup led to this crl.nlB. 

Be all this as It may, what is uppermost in 
our minds and hearts, now, l.s the hope and 
prayer that we are not hea<!led for the big 
third world war with a.11 the destruction and 
horror it will bring to our 1:ountry, to the 
world, to our people, and to our children. 

It has been suggested by 110me, Mr. Pres
ident, that you are receiving confilcting ad
vice, Uke that received by th~l late President 
Kennedy at the time of the Cuban crisis 
:!)"om the so-called haw.kB and so-cadled 
doves. At that time, according t.o reports 
Mr. President, you were one vvhose voice was 
raised for restraint, with a happy result. 

We are told that there are DLOW some whose 
line of reasoning is somethinlt like this: The 
real enemy ls China. Red Cl1lna is growing 
in strength and in a numbtir of years she 
will be much stronger, perbaps acquiring 
atomic capability. At this moment, China 
and the Soviet Union are at odds and it is 
argued the Soviet Union will not support 
China. in any war with the United States. 
Therefore, these hawks suggE~st, now is the 
time for a confrontation wltl:l Red China at 
the moment of her relative weakness. The 
hawks welcome every crisis in Asta as an op
portunity to take on and de!•ea.t Red China. 
The hawks want to shoot, not; talk. 

Such a policy is morally bsmkrupt, crimi
nally dangerous. It is also, Mr. President, 
unworkable, doomed to !allw;e. The stakes 
are much too great to depen.d upon guess
work and speculation. I! the1re were to be a 
war between the United Stll.tes and Red 
China, !ought with conventlo111al weapons, It 
is hard to see how we can wln. I! It were a 
war fought with nuclear weapons, It Is hard 
to see how the Soviet Union could remain 
outside. Mr. President, we Implore you, do 
not buy the speculation of the hawks who 
advocate a showdown with C!hlna. Such a 
policy would be a disaster !or America. It is 
also reported that the hawks ai;e advocating a 
deeper Involvement In Vietnam with larger 
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numbers of American troops. Again, Mr. 
President, history has some lessons. If the 
United States were to be deeply involved in a 
war In Indochina, fought with conventional 
weapons, It Is hard to see how we can avoid 
the tragic results, the bitter defeat the 
French suffered in this very area, 10 years 
ago. Again, If such a war were fought with 
atomic weapons, it Is hard to see how it could 
fail to become the first act in a third world 
war of atomic disaster. 

We know, Mr. President, that our informa
tion ls llmlted. We rely on the press for re
ports and analysis that are not always de
pendable. Nonetheless, we feel constrained 
to tell you of our fears and our feelings. It 
ls our fervent prayer that the fighting stop 
and t .hat we can fkln a solution without a 
war, a am.all war or a big war. 

Our country ls so strong, so powerful. We 
do not need to prove how resolute or tough 
we are by overwhelming a tiny foe with our 
great power. Let us prove our wtsdom--0ur 
concern for all humanity-by seeking and 
finding the way of peace. 

We arc confident that you understand and 
sympathize with us. We hope that in the 
anxious hours that lie ahead, in the moments 
of decision that will develop, you will think 
of us and the thoughts and feelings we have 
expressed. 

Sincerely yours, 
DAVID LIVINGSTON, 

President, District 65, Retail, Wholesale 
& Department Store Union, AFL--010. 

AUGUST 5, 1964. 
Senator WAYNE MORSE, 

DEAR SENATOR: We have read your article 
in the Progressive, also say you on TV this 
evening regarding Vietnam. We are with you 
100 percent, and we think President Johnson 
needs someone like you to advise him. 

Sincerely, 
MARVIN REID HARTLEY. 
MARJORIE HARTLEY. 

CULVER CITY, CALIF. 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

NORRISTOWN, PA ., 
August 7, 1964. 

DEAR SIR: You must feel all alone in your 
action in the Senate not backing President 
Johnson's actions in southeast Asia. Your 
stand took a lot of cow-age on your part. 
It Is a shame there aren't more Senators and 
Representatives of your caliber who are not 
afraid to think for themselves, and can see 
further than "today" but can look into the 
future and surmise the effect of their actions 
in the time to come. I feel that in the 
Vietnamese situation Congress long ago abdi
cated Its responslblllties and abandoned its 
constitutional rights to declare war. This 
"police action" of ours should have been 
studied and discussed openly so that the 
publ!c could have a better undertsanding of 
our reasons for being there. Maybe alterna
tive actions could h ave come out with open 
discussion. 

Columnists James Reston and Jay Hayden 
also raised questions of the advisability of 
the quick united front behind the President's 
strong military action In Vietnam. James 
Reston says, "It may be wise to take a day or 
two to analyze where we are and where we are 
going." Jay Hayden says: "But lingering in 
the background is a belief among many 
Americans that the United States had no 
business meddling in Vietnam in the first 
place, and that the quicker we get out of It, 
the better" (the Evening Bulletin, Friday, 
Aug. 7, 1964). 

Also, in the same edition of the Bulletin, 
there was an article headed "FBI Is Probing 
Student Group on North Vietnam Aid." I 
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am sure you know of the story of the four 
Haverford College students who openly, 
with no secrecy intended, advertJsed their 
purpose of sending medical aid through the 
American Red Cross to the soldiers in North 
Vietnam, with one purpose in mind, t,o bring 
attention to the co=unity of their dissatis
faction with the policy of the U.S. action in 
Vietnam. Why ts the FBI investigating these 
students? The implications scare me. Aie 
colleges and universities no longer allowed 
to encourage free thought in their students? 
Without the voices of the dissenteri.-how 
long ca n a democratic form of government 
survive? 

Thank you very much for all you have 
done to encourage some dialog on this 
unhappy situation. 

Sincerely, 
JOAN GLUCKMAN 
Mrs. Howard Gluckman. 

KALAMAZOO, MICH., 
August 8, 1964. 

Hon. WAYNE MoRsE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Many thanks for 
your splendid aTtlcle in the ProgresGive, Au
gust 1964, "Humpty Dumpty Jn Vietnam" 
which expresses not only my own view but 
(as I know) also the view of many level
headed Americans everywhere. You (and 
Senator FwLBRIGHT) seem to be the only 
ones who keep their heads cool and can see 
the tragic tally of our policy in southeast 
Asia-a policy. which smells very much Hke 
J. Foster Dulles' "brinkmanship." 

Politicians and newspapermen and most 
people take things uncritically too easy, as 
a sort of "just crusade" to teach "freedom" 
to the people of Asia. We are appalled at 
the present escalation of the war game in 
the Gulf of Tonkin which to me appears as 
a provocation on onr part. That is why I 
am so grateful to you that you also voted 
against the approval of these acts Jn the 
Foreign Realtlons Committee. 

We really need men like you to help pre
vent such possible catastrophes which are 
rea lly not in the best interest of our coun
try. Please keep the honor of America by 
such valiant stance. 

Yours sincerely, 
Dr. R OBERT FRIEDMANN. 
BETTY FIUEDMANN. 

P.S.- 1 hope that you have gotten many 
letters of such approvnl. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate of the United States, 
Washington, D .C. 

AUGUST 8, 1964. 

DEA.!l SENATOR MORSE: Please accept my 
warm congratulations for your standing up 

- for peace. You were the only one who pro
tested our armed action, and our armed 
intervention In Vietnam. I wish there were 
hundreds of you, instead of one in the Sen
ate, to stand up for peace. We, women for 
peace, appreciate it more than we can tell 
you in words. 

Please keep up your valiant struggle for 
peace. 

Thank you many times. 
Yours sincerely, 

LUBA BRISKER. 

BROOKLYN, N.Y., 
August 7, 1964. 

Hon. w AYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Bui/.ding, 
Washington, D.C. 

MY DEAR SENATOR: I sincerely hope your 
health is good. 

Just a reminder of my visit to our Senate 
Chamber September 6, 1963, 1n which I 
heard you speak. 

Please be advmed that I am a great ad
mirer o! yours for years. 

In my estimation you are my choice !or 
the Chief Executive Otnce of our United 
States; i.e., President. Your views are the 
most constructive in the Senate Chamber 
today. 

Very respectfuliy yours, 
UVING I. F'IxEL. 

P.S.- Please answer. Thank you. 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 
DEAR SENATOR MORSE: May I congratulate 

you on your speech of August 5 on the floor, 
calling for reason and sense instead of gun
boat diplomacy~ 

I am an English expatriate. In 1956 when 
my country disgraced It.self by acts ot war 
against a smaller natiOfl, I wrote a plece in 
which I quoted Robert Burns lines : 

"Ye hypocrites. Are the2e your pranks? 
To murder men and gi'e God thanks. 
Restra in yourselves. Proceed no further. 
God will not gl 'e you thanks for murder." 

It ls, however, easier !or an e:11..,,atriate to 
be crit ical, though the task of criticizing 
one·s own country ts never a pleasant one. 

The only act of equal courage to your own 
I can recall was done by Sidney Silverman, a 
man of Jewish faith and a stalwart member 
of the Labor Party in the House of Commons. 

When, la te in World War II, Briti..h bomb
ers set German cities on fire and burned 
countless thousands the only voice rais~ in 
protest amid the savage glee was the voice 
of this Jewish M.P. who had little reason 
to like Germans. In speech after speech Sil
verman pointed out that the end never justi
fied the means and that turning ourselves 
into savages wouJd not wipe out fascism. 

How right he was. 
Thank you for your co=ageous stand. 

Many America ns would like to say the same 
thing but are afraid to do so. 

I am attempting to get the Washington 
News to do a feature, not by me, on your 
speech. It does not deserve to be buried by 
the press. I will not say "Keep up the good 
work." You do not need any man's exhorta
tion to do that. 

Best wishes, 
LoUIS K. MATHER. 

LITTLE FERRY, N.J ., 
December 20, 1962. 

Mr. ALFRED W. KIEFER. 
DEAR Sm: Knowing you many years I am 

taking the liberty of writlng you on your de
bate with Morton Stavis of the Civil Liberties 
Union on the Lord's Prayer and reading of 
the Bible In the publlc schools as published 
in the REcoao on December 11, 1962. I know 
you are a busy man and I hope you will find 
time some night to read my long letter. I 
am In accord with the Supreme Court. I am 
in accord with President Kennedy. Let us 
not remove any st ones from the foundation 
of our Constitution. It has stood for 185 
years-11 we st.~ rt removing stones the 
foundation will crumble Jn tl!ne. I am a 
man who believes a man without hope or 
faith-call It prrycr If you want, without 
faith and hope man ls lost. But how 11e does 
It and where Is his personal affair. I Will not 
submit to any particular kind, be it Jewish. 
Christinn, Mohammedan or Hindu or any of 
the 275 different fai ths in our United States. 
That's a man's private a.fflll.r. 

I an1 of Catholic parents. My godmother 
was Mrs. Koz!er , m y fath.,. .. s sister. My fa
ther was h igh al tar boy. My ancestors all 
were Catholics dating back ov11r 300 years. 
My mother's church which I visited last year 
was built In 1113-no Prote5tants within 75 
miles of the village. I've been in that church 
four times. Mother was 14 yea.J'S old when 
she left there. Nearly all her life was spent 
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in Little Ferry, 12 children-I am No. 3 . 
When they got here nearly 75 years ago 
there were no churches. She raised 
us In her home, to be respected citizens. 
I have been 1n many churches, mosques, 
synagogues. Been four times 1n Europe, also 
Asia, Africa., a.nd South America.. I ha.ve 
lived with a Mohammedan f&IJlilY a few days, 
read the true history of our Nation. I ha.ve 
an old book on President Jefferson's letters; 
Jefferson did not believe 1n the God of the 
Bible in his Declaration of Independence. 
He uses the words " Nature's God"-also the 
words "Almlghty, Crea.tor, and providence"
let us look at our New Jersey India.n&-they 
were honorable. Read the history o! Sa.chem 
Orltanum of the Ha.cginsa.cky Tribe. I am a 
pa.st sachem of the Susquehanna. Tribe Im
proved Order of t he Redmen of Amerlca-55 
years. 

The Indian had no Bible or ever heard of 
Jesus Christ. He worshiped the Great 
Spirit, the beauty of nature, the birds, the 
sunrise, the passing deer, great forest and 
great waters. He raised his a.rms to the 
heavens with open eyes to the glory of the 
universe. Nature was his God. When 
lightning struck he ran lnto a cave or for
est--he knew there wa.s something-the 
Great Spirit. Read the true story or George 
Washington, a deist, let me quote (the Gov
ernment of the United States Is 1n no sense 
founded upon the Christian belle!) the 
Founding Fathers who created our Nation 
clearly established our form of Government 
with a secular Constitution, leaving it to 
the individual, to join any faith or church; 
our great Lincoln did not belong to any 
church . Under our Constitution the Hindu, 
the Buddhist, Mohammedan, Jew, Shintoist 
has full and equal rights of citizenship re
gardless of hls faith or church. In God we 
Trust, printed on our money by petition 
after Lincoln's death ls unconstitutional. 
Placing hand on Bible taking oath ls 
unconst itutional . 

In 1923 I was a witness in a $20,000 suit 
subpenaed by t he State, plaintiff and d e
fendant, 5 witnesses put their hand on 
Bible and lied. I took the affirmation. My 
testimony won the case. It wa.s a jury trial. 
After 60 years by petition the word of God 
ls put in pledge or allegiance to our ftag. 
Some States say it 1s unconstitutional. The 
word God is not mentioned in the 
Constitut ion. 

Again I believe in a Supreme reality, am a 
Unitarian- a. man must have hope and 
faith-without hope and faith he ls lost. 
But how he practices ls his personal affair. 
I have always h ad a free mind. My religion 
ls to do good, help my fellow m an , regard
less or his nationality or church. President 
Kennedy said for us to uphold the Supreme 
Court and the Const it ution of our United 
Stat es . We can pra y more at home and in 
our churches . There are over 350 kin ds of 
fai th in t he world. Th e United Na tions As
sembly have n o prayer ; they would n ever get 
done praying using a ll th e different kinds. 
The Moh ammedans pray 5 times da lly-I was 
there and h ave good Mohammedan friends 
In Morocco and Turkey. 

I am enclosing a deba te I had in Sokol, 
which m ay interest you. Let me quote 
President Thomas Jefferson "Let not dif
ference of opinion break our friendship." 

Wishing you health, luck, a m erry Christ 
m as and a h appy new year . 

Yours sincerely, 
WILLIAM ZABRANSKY, Jr. 

I Par t of a paragraph t aken from a lengthy 
a rticle published in Atlantic Mont hly 
1nagazine, May 1960] 

CHURCH AND STATE IN AMERICA 
(By Charles J. Rolo) 

T he legal definition of religion established 
by t he District of Columbia Court of Ap
p eals In Washington, U .B.A.: R eligion does 

not require a belief in God, but only "de
votion to some principle; strict fidelity or 
faithfulness." 

NEW YoRK, N .Y., 
August 6, 1964. 

The Honorable WAYNE MORSE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D .C . 

Sm : We are writing to congratulate you 
on the stand you have taken against the war 
In South Vietnam. We further agree that 
the Prl!Sldent should be denied the discre
tionary power to make war, and that the 
measure now before the Senate is in direct 
violation or the Constitution. 

G iven the present Inhumane conditions in 
southeast Asia, which are due in no small 
part to the greed and stupidity of previous 
U .S. policy, a political solution would seem 
the only answer. 

Your statements encourage us to think 
that there ls still some integrity left in the 
diseased political body or the United States. 

You have our best wishes. 
Sin cerely , 

PlllLIP B. KEENAN. 
MARY lUNYoN. 

MILWAUKEE, WIS., 
August 8, 1964. 

Hon . WAYNE MoRSE, 
Senate Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : Please accept the 
expression of my high respect and admira
tion for stating your opinion and conviction 
so clearly and courageously in voting against 
t he Vietnam emergency resolution on 
August 7. 

In these times of tense and strained condi
tions in foreign relations au over the world, 
giving the President such strong power 
seems, regardless of the confidence and trust 
you may ha.ve in him, extremely dangerous. 
AB you stated it, it certainly exceeds our 
const itutional concept or three coordinated 
branches of Government and, a.s I would 
like to add, our basic democratic concept. 

Thank you very much for your strong 
s tand . 

Very sincerely yours, 
FRIEDA N. HEILBERG . 

AUGUST 8, 1964. 
DEA R SENATOR MORSE: I wish to commend 

you for your stand in the Vietnam crisis. I 
heartily agree wit h your constitutional rea
soning. 

I have felt for severa l years tha t such prob
lems a.s Vietnam should be referred to the 
Unit ed Nations for arbitration, settlement, 
and, If necessary, administration. It Is fool
ish to try to solve complex international 
problems on a unila teral basis when we 
h ave a fine International organization in 
being. 

I favor the following legisla tion: 
1. The recently p assed Civil Rights Act. 
2 . Coverage of all workers by social secu

ri ty and unemployment insurance. 
3. Medical care for all the people financed 

b y social security. 
4 . A full employment law Which shall 

guarantee a job to each p erson who needs 
and wants a job. 

5 . Overhaul or the ent ire farm price sup
port program In order that it may serve its 
original purpose of protect ing the small !ull
t lme farmer from economic adversity. 

6 . Federal a id to education. 
7. More public works to build needed 

schools, hosp itals, llbrarles, and recreattonal 
taclll t ies. 

8 . I oppose attempts by frightened reac
tionaries to curb the right of a free people 
to t ravel where and when they please. 

Wishing you good luck and good health 
I am , 

Sin cerely yours. 
CLAUDE B. GOULET. 

CRANSTON, R .I . 

KEMP & COLDWELL, 
EZ Paso, T ex ., Aiigust 7, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, · 
Senator from State of Oregon, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR: Please accept my sincere 
appreciation for your most sensible stand on 
the stupid war In Vietnam and your con
tinued opposition to foreign aid. I am sure 
that you receive plenty of letters criticizing 
you and very few expressing appreciation. 
I wish that I lived In your S tate, I would 
ltke to vote for you. 

I consider myself a t rue Democra t . My 
feelings and roots go down very deep, but 
if the n a tional election was today, I would 
vote Republican. I protest against the 
senseless war In Asia, foreign aid, the un
b alanced budget, and the utter disregard for 
the unorganized taxpayer. 

Here In El Paso we are concerned about 
the Chamlzal. It concerns us and I know 
all about It. I know of nothing so uncalled 
for and stupid. The writer speaks Spanish 
and has spent considerable time in Mexico 
and South and Middle America.. We are the 
laughing stock or tpose countries and people. 
Mexico has shown its appreciation of what 
we have done for her by voting consistently 
against us before the Orga nization o! Ameri
can States. 

Thank you. 
Yours truly, 

OoLBER'.r COLDWELL. 
P.S.-Do n ot bot her to reply to this let ter. 

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIP., 
August 8, 1964. 

Senator w A YNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
WasMngton, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Admiration and con
gra tulations for your stand on the Vietnam 
situation. 

Sorry our own Senators from Call!ornla 
do not have the courage to speak out and 
be count ed with you. 

Sincerely, 
JULIA K . ROSENTHAL. 

(Copies to Senators THOMAS KUCHEL and 
PIERRE SALINGER.) 

WORTHINGTON, OHIO, 
August 7, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
washingtan, D .C. 

DEAR SENA'.rOR MORSE : We wish to commend 
strongly your position stated in the enclosed 
article from the Cleveland Plain Dealer of 
August 6 concerning the s ituation. in Viet
nam. 

For some time we have viewed wlth deep 
misgivings the actions or our government 
in this area and urge you to continue your 
efforts to seek a peaceful solut ion or the crisis 
In southeast Asia arou n d t he conference 
table. 

Very sincerely yours, 

Senat or WAYNE MORSE, 
U .S. Senate, 
Washi ngt on, D.C. 

R . C. HUN'.rER. 
WAVE A. H UN'I'ER. 

NEW YORK, N.Y., 
Au gust 8, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I believe It was ex
tremely courageous or you and Senator 
GRUENING to vote against the President's re
cent punit ive action against North Viet n am 
for its unprovoked torpedo boat attack 
against our d estroyers. Obviously, North 
Vietnam ls hostile to u s becau se or our Inter
vention In the internal struggle of Indo
china. The consequences of its reckless 
act ion could have, and still m ay, bring China 
Into the Vietnamese war . Our nuclear re
taliation against China could lead to nuclear 
retaliation by t h e Soviet Union aga inst u s. 
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The war In Indochina ls a.n Internal a :fl'alr 

and we are frustrating the self-determination 
of these people. The Geneva Conference ot 
1954 arbltm.rlly divided Ind ochina. Into N orth 
Vietnam, Sou th Vietnam, Laos, and Cam
bodia, ln order to prevent It being unl.fied 
under the leadership of Ho Chi Minh, who 
woUld give Indochina a Communist orienta
tion. 

America Is hopelessly oat o! step with the
world. We a.re trying to achieve the impoe
sible and are supporting discredited and re
pudiated regimes. We subscribe to the fic
tion that there Is a Nationalist China, headed 
by Chiang Kal-shek. We back General 
Khanh who usu.rped political power and 
w.hose authority Is not only challenged by 
North Vietnam , but by Sout h Vietnamese 
rebels, the Vietcong, as well. 

At this writ ing, it Is probable that North 
Vietnam wm back down before the vastly 
superior military establishment of the 
United States, but does this mean that 
"might makes right?" Can we be sure that 
the day ls not approaching when those whom 
we belittle today, will not be In a position to 
sta,nd up to us militarily tomorrow? 

It ls my conviction that the United St ates 
shoUld recognize Communist China and its 
claim to Taiwan and the otf-shore islands 
of Quemoy and Matsu. I also believe we 
should extricate ourselves !rom southeast 
Asia. and let the peoples there determine their 
own destinies. I don't believe we can fight 
communism per se, because it will mean an 
eventual confrontation with the Cemmun lst 
nations, wtth dire consequences for a.IL 

I believe we must learn tQ live with the 
Communist nations. We don't like their way 
of 11!e and they don't like ours; but we a.re 
being just as dogmatic as they a.re in Insist
ing tha.t the nations of the world oon!orm to 
what we believe ls the right way of life. 

Sincer ely yours, 

Sena.tor WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Offl.ce Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

STANLEY SINGER. 

NEW YORK, N .Y., 
August 7, 1964. 

DEAR Sm : Congratulations on your forth
right and intell1gent posit ion r egarding our 
activities In southeast Asia. Are you the 
only intelligent and courageous man in 
Washington? 

It ls o'bvlous tha t at lea.st 80 percent of the 
Asians do not want the feudal American 
puppets we want to impose on them. Ia 
there a way of letting the American people 
know your position? There has been too 
little publicity. 

With the greates t respect and admiration. 
Cordia lly, 

LEO FISHER, 
Sculpt or . 

AUGUST 7, 1964. 
DEAR SENATOR MORSE : Thanks for vot ing 

against the recent Vietnam resolution. The 
President should not be given any blanket 
permission to take the United St ates into 
an Asiatic war 1! he considers It desirable. 

Please mall me a copy of the resolution, 
and also a copy of your lengthy address in 
the Senate against It. 

What can we do to get the United Nations 
to maintain o'rder in dl1Hcult areas llke 
Cypress, Congo, and Viet nam instead of risk
ing big power confrontations and wars? 

Best wishes, 
LrNDLEY J . BURTON, 

Associate Professor of Mathematics, 
LAKE FOREST, ILL. ' 

MONTEREY PARK, CALIF., 
Au gu st 6, 1964. 

Sena tor WAYNE MORSE, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR Sm: I have just read your statement 
on the Vietnamese sit uation on August 5. 

I agree with your position wholeheartedly. 
My !amlly asked me to tell you that we ad· 
mlre your courage in t his unpopular posi
tion and the clear-sighted thinking It repre
sents. 

My teenage daughter ls going to save this 
clipping to use in school. 

Again, we will support your efforts to re
move our beloved country from this d irty 
war. 

Sincerely, 
Mrs. BARBARA RICHARDSON. 

COLLEGE PARK, Mo., 
August 7, 1964 . 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senator Offl.ce Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : We are proud of your 
sanity, clear-sightedness, and courage in 
your appeal for understanding and peace. 
We saw and heard your brief comment on 
TV regarding our planes attacking points In 
North Vietnam. Your fight Is In the great 
and good and best American tradition. 

May you not grow too weary in this seem
ingly lone battle, realizing that millions of 
Americans agree with you because we want 
peace also . 

Sincerely, 
D . L. WEST. 

AUGUST 6, 1964. 
DEAR SENATOR : In the Vietnam struggle 

I am united behind you. 
You a.re a courageous man, wonderful . 

Very truly yours, 
Mrs MARY BULAT. 

SoUTH HAMILTON, MASS., 
August 6, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR Sm: After reading your article In the 
Progressive magazine for August and now 
your courage ln telling the truth when all 
t he newspapers are hollering war. I coUldn't 
sleep tonight without first writing to you and 
thanking you. 

Your good sense and bravery in express
ing It Is like a cool spring in a desert ot 
s tupidity. 

Thank you again . 
Sincerely yours, 

JOHN FOSTER. 

DEAR MR. MORSE : My husband and I are 
writing this note to tell you we are so happy 
to know there ls one man In our Government 
who speaks commonsense and truth. 

We refer to your stand on Vietnam. We 
also think the United States Is guUty of ag
gression as ls North Vietnam. We do not 
think the President's proposal should be 
~assed in view of this fact. 

For what it ls worth , you have our support. 
Sincerely, 

• JAMES and BARBARA KTNBERGER. 

UNIVERSITY HEIGHTS, N.Y., 
August 6, 1964. 

President LYNDON B . JOH NSON, 
The White House, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR MR. PRESIDENT : I am writing because 
I hope that there remains time to alter the 
course which we have been pursuing in Viet
nam. This course, unless changed, Will in 
au probablllty escalate the conflict from a. 
brutal jungle war to a. major conflict. 

Mr. President, you will gain neither the 
short-term victory of reelection nor the 
long-term favor of history by Involving this 
Nation in a continued war In Vietnam. You 
can win either, and then both, only by add
ing to your vigorous pursuit of civil rights an 
effective fight u pon domestic poverty, and 
acting to obtain a negotiated settlement, so 
wisely counseled by P resident de Gaulle. 

It was not a mark of strength, but of 
weakness to deny our counsel of law by 
shooting first and going to the U.N. later. 

Surely the United States need not be so fea.r 
f uL lt Is imperative that we listen to our 
own prophets before we reap the disaster 
they clearly see. AB Senator MoasE said 
(New York Times, Thursday, Au g. 6, 1964): 

" • • • the role of the United States In 
South Vietnam" over the last 10 years "has 
b een that of a provocateur, every bit as much 
as North Vietnam has been a. provocateur. 

"The American etfort to Impose by force 
of arms ·a government of our own choosing 
upon a segment Of the old colony of Indo
china has caught up with us. Our viola
tions of the Geneva accord have caught up 
with us. Our violations of the United Na
tions Charter have caught up with us." 

There has been mounting evidence for 
months, he said, that the Pentagon and 
State Department "were preparing to escalate 
the war Into North Vietnam." He charged 
that before the attacks on the U.S. destroy
ers. "South Vietnamese naval vessels bom
barded two North Vietnamese islands Within 
3 to 5 or 6 miles of the main coast of North 
Vietnam." 

Mr. President, the war must be ended now. 
Respectfully yours, 

E . S. CAMPBELL. 
(Copy to Senator WAYNE MORSE.) 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Offl.ce Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

RED BANK, N.J., 
August 9, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: The whole world 
continues to owe you a debt of gratitude for 
your continumg fight against America's 
"dirty war" in Vietnam. 

I was in Times Squa.re la.st Thursday tak
ing part in an all-day vigil agalnst the war 
and also was present at the rally in Wash
ington Square where your message to us was 
read. 

I am proud that you voted against the 
recent resolution ln the Sen.ate. In high 
school I learned about "checks and bal· 
ances." Now the legislature has given over 
its au thority to declare war (or not to de
clare war) to an exceedingly belligerent 
Executive. 

Very truly yours, 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C . 

ALLEN STRASBURGER. 

BRONX, N.Y., 
August 8, 1964. 

DEAB Sm: Hats o:fl' a.ga in to you and Sena.
tor GRUENING for voting against the resolu
tion to give the President the power to de
clare war, an unjust and Infamous one at 
that, in southeast Asia. Despite the abuse 
showered on you now, time will prove that 
you and Senator GRUENING are the true pa
triots in defending peace and the Constitu
tion. 

Sincerely, 
CATHERINE and SIDNEY HARTMAN. 

CHICAGO, ILL., 
August 7, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MoRSE: Congratulations on 
your stand on the southeast Asia. situation. 
It takes rare courage for a public ofllcla.l to 
voice an unpopular opinion In an emotional 
situation. 

Sincerely, 
It ls heartening to realize that t hese a re 

individuals who will risk their positions for 
a principle. 

LEIGH E . ROSENBLUM, M.D. 

CASTRO VALLEY, CALIF., 
August 7, 1964. 

DEAa SENATOR MORSE: May I express my 
sincere gra titude and heartfelt thanks for 
speaking out toda y on the question or Viet
nam. 

The voices of san ity are all too few today , 
but every one gives us a measure of hope. 
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I do not believe U.S. soldiers or military 

weapons should be In Vietnam 1n the first 
place. And certainly we should not be ac
tively taking part In a war that the Viet
nam people themselves seem not to want. 

Please continue to speak out against the 
warlike activities of our government. We 
must have peace. 

Sincerely, 
Mrs. PAUL HUDGINS. 

LmERAL, KANS., 
August 6, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Your appeal over TV 
last night waa the only one in which the 
moral issue of war in the Far East was even 
mentioned. It 1s a sad affair, Indeed. 

I believe moot Americans feel that this 1s 
a political war, that President Johnson, 
though he personally hates to be involved 
1n such a maneuver, ls using thls occasion, 
Just as it has been built up and planned 
ahead, to prevent the Goldwater forces from 
ma.king the a.ccu.satlon of the Democrats be-

• ing "soft on co=unlsm." 
The great danger ls the smug and com

placent attitude shown by the Secretary o! 
Defense a.nd the others In relation to the 
escalating o! the war. We have llttle choice 
in that matter now. China, whooe voice 1s 
denied her through the halls of the U.N. will 
make that declsion. It China. elects to call 
our bluff, send a mllllon troops Into North 
&nd South Vietnam, then who's !auit ls it? 

Let us hope that the Chinese understand 
our polltlca.J system better than most o! our 
people do, and permit us to play upon their 
nerves until late fall without ra.islng their 
blood pressure to the bolling point. 

I am a.mazed that though we have our 
Armed Forces strung all over the world, 
others a.re al~-ys "the aggressor." 

Cordially, 
HARRY E. CHRISMAN. 

CINCINNATI, OHIO., 
June 1964. 

Hon. LYNDON B. JoHNsoN, 
President, the United States, 
White House, Washington, D .C. 

DEAR MR. JOHNSON : rt is no easy task t.o 
offer suggestions to our Nation's leader, so I 
hope that my inclusion of several Issues In 
thls my first co=untca.tlon will be excused. 
Having devoted my career to the field of pub
lic school education, I hope that I am quali
fied to assign you a high mark !or your 
efforts and accompllslunents to date. From 
personal experience o! three score and fifteen 
years, recently attained, I fully appreciate the 
great need of your campaign against poverty. 

The adoption and implementation o! an 
effective civil rights program will go far · to
ward solving our social problems. In a 
downtown high school In Cincinnati, I have 
taught dozens of highly qualified colored 
pupils, Including a few Chinese. These fine 
young people had slight prospects of using 
their potentialities In the service of society. 
Very clearly, American business and Industry 
have serious blind spots. 

The program of the Peace Corps has won 
us deserved acclaim and can well be en
larged. An Increased interest In other lan
guages and cultures will yield worldwide 
benefits. The reactlvattng of the NYA and 
the CCC, of wblch you and I know, would 
help the problem of unemployment and 
would make life more meaningfUl to large 
numbers of our junior citizens. I have been 
an admirer of Aubrey Williams throughdut 
the years, though he waa a disciple of "That 
Man" and of the good First Lady. That 
Ma.n, with his vision o! a better society, bas 
been one of my modern heroes. 

I find It impossible to comprehend the at
titude of the Congress and of the public in 
Its hasty willingness to allocate billions of 
dollars to add to the tremendous overkill 
stockpile o! weaponry. Even though a stu
dent and admirer of science, I cannot Justify 

the expenditure of more bllllons In what we 
earthbound creatures call the "Oonquest of 
Space.» Though I recognize and deplore his 
fear of reelection if he follows his high prin
ciples, I have a high regard for Senator FUL
BRIGHT. His two recent speeches bear the 
earmarks of high statesmanship. 

My list of issues would be Incomplete did 
I not plead for your support of the King. 
Anderson bill-medlcare. Dr. Reo M. Chris
tenson shatters the AMA's objections to this 
humane and vital measure in the Progressive 
!or June 1964. Under present provisions, 
my wife and I would be tragically affected by 
a prolonged hospita l confinement. 

I would yet like to comment on aid to 
education, on the proposed pay boost for all 
Members of the Congress, on your announced 
retention of our super Cop, who la blind to 
the radica.I right, but space and time forbid . 

Yours truly, 
FRANKE. FLOYD. 

BEAUMONT, TEX., 
August 7, 1964. 

DEAR SEN ATOR MORSE : Courage, the courage 
to do what a man should do despite per
sonal consequences Is a trait o! character 
that glows from your Senate seat perennially. 

Our country could use other men of your 
stature. 

Why ls it so difficult for moot men to make 
declslons without prejudice? 

I agree with you-that these acts of aggres
sion by the North Vietnamese should have 
been taken before the United Nations. This 
would have added great1y to the prestige of 
that world body and also show the world that 
we are capable of practicing what we preach, 

Incidentally, your arguments against the 
resolution of August 7, have even made a 
small dent in the hard beads of my "John 
Birch" friends and coworkers. 

Please take heart, that you are not alone 
in this fight-history wlll prove your fore
sight. 

Sincerely, 
W. K. DICKERSON. 

Los ANGELES, CALIF., 
August 8, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE: MORSE. 
ESTEEMED Sm: A word to let you know I 

and many others think you exactly right and 
extremely courageous on your opposition to 
war In Vietnam. 

The Democratic leaders have no idea how 
angry the majority o! citizens are over sup
porting such a dictatorship as Vietnam. 

This could well cost Mr. Johnson and those 
out of touch with public opinien, ad'.tlsers of 
his, the election. 

GOLDWATER has won his first victory; carry 
on, as they don't realize the determination 
of the Chinese. 

Very truly yours, 
JOHN PROLL. 

Two LAWYERS DEBATE READING OF LORD'S 
PRAYER IN SCHOOLS--ONE ls MEMBER OF 
CHURCHES COUNCIL; OTHER, CIVIL LIBERTIES 
GROUP 
PARAMus.- "Our country was founded on 

a belief in God. The great majority of 
people believe in God. The will of the ma
jority should not be Ignored." \ 

"A great harm can occur to retlglon when 
It is passed over lightly. Religion belongs 
in the home and the church. Don't use the 
public schools to spread your gospel." 

These are the diverse opinions o! two 
lawyers who last night at Central Unitarian 
Church debated the constitutionality of the 
reading of the Lord's Prayer and five verses 
of the Old Testament in the public schools. 

The speakers were Hackensack Attorney 
Alfred W. Kiefer, a member o! the general 
board o! the New Jersey Council of Churches 
and former president of the Bergen County 
Council of Churches, and Newark Attorney 
Morton Stavis, a member of the boord of 

directors of the Emergency Civil Liberties 
Committee. 

CITES CHRISTIAN NATION 
Kiefer, arguing that the present practice 

of reading the Lord 's Prayer and the Old 
Testament should be contlnued, used as his 
main point the !act that this Is basically a 
Christian country, and the religious back
ground should not be Ignored. 

He noted that the national anthem, many 
mottos used on coins, and the U.S. Con
stitution all have references to God, and 
that prayers are said to open each session 
of Congress. He sa id a footnote in the 
opinion written by Justice Hugo Black in 
the Supreme Court's ruling on the New 
York State prayer ls contradlotory. 

"I believe this ls actually an apology," 
Kiefer sa id. "Government should not be 
neutral toward religion. We can't -Ignore the 
greatest teaching in history. An educator 
sho?,ld brlng the knowledge of religious be
lie! to a child." 

WORRIES ABOUT STATE 
Stavis acknowledged that the State 

supreme court h ad upheld the constitu
tionality of the practice In 1950, but said 
much water has passed over the dam since 
then, most o! It In the form o! decisions by 
the U.S. Supreme Court. 

Noting that the first amendment of the 
Constitution forbids the establlslunent of 
religion by Congress, Stavis said the amend
ment could be interpreted to read that a 
State may not establish religion. 

He said the prayer composed by the New 
York State Board of Regents was an element 
of the establlslunent of a religion, even if 
the prayer ls noruiectarian and particlpatlon 
Is purely voluntary. 

Kiefer said changes In the composition of 
the Supreme Court could cause an upset of 
the prayer ruling in the future . Stavis 
noted that two cases are pending before the 
Supreme Court at present on the constitu
tionality o! Bible reading In schools, and 
a decision may be handed down next year. 

IGNORE READINGS 
The Newark attorney said it ls, common 

!or students to do their homework and com
pletely Ignore the reading of the Lord's 
Prayer and the Bible. He called this dis
respectful to religion. "This Is not the way 
to foster and nurture religion," Stavis said. 

He said that the Lo.rd's Prayer is basically 
a Christian prayer, and said Its reading in 
school offends Jewish children. Although 
children are not required to participate and 
are allowed to leave the room when the 
prayer and the Bible are being read , Stavis 
said this could prove a traumatic experience 
for a young child. 

Kiefer agreed that no child should have 
religion thrust upon him, but declared that 
it is not important whether a child pays 
attention during this period. He said the 
Important thing is that government recog
nizes religion. 

He added that it references to God were 
deleted from anthems, the Constitution. and 
coins, It would be a slight to the traditions 
on which this country was founded. 

One woman in the audience claimed thwt 
no one can be harmed by hearing the word 
of God, and said taking God out of the 
classroom would be the beginning o! the 
infiltration of co=unlsm. 

Stavis rebutted that the halting of the 
practice would not be taking God out o! the 
schools, but halting the Infiltration of gov
ernment into religion. 

Los ANGELES, CALIF., 
August 9, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE. 
DEAR MR. MoRsE: I want to commend you 

for voting against giving the President a free 
hand in using m!lltary power in the Vietnam 
trouble. Surely the majority Of Americans 
want to see an end to our military assistance 
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and integrity you displayed in your stand on 
Vietnam. 

Although you are alone among those ln 
our Government who would put polltlcal ex
pediency before the very lite of humanity, 
you are not alone among the people of our 
country. Millions of Americans honor and 
respect you and will persevere beside you. 

Gratefully, 
JANEK. SKEAR. 

Er. SEGUNDO, CALIF., 
August 6, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MoRSE, 
Washington, D .O. 

DEAB Sm: I agree with you so often that 
I !eel I should write again and tell you so. 
We had no business in Vietnam to start. 
We have a United Nations. We should be 
democratic enough to abide by its majority 
decisions. 

Thank goodness we have had sense enough 
to keep out of Cyprus so far. I! we cannot 
be democratic enough to abide by United 
Nations, then we should not blame Russia 
for her refusal to share In the cost o! Congo-
which was another of our stupidities In my 
opinion, against Soviet wishes. 

The vision Of a white knight on a white 
charger bouncing around all over the world, 
to meddle in the domestic affairs of evolut
ing nations, may look pretty but surely It 
does not Jibe with actualities of today's 
world. 

On the whole I do respect Mr. Johnson, 
and when he adopts that soft "reasoning" 
tone I go along-mostly. But he ls an astute 
politician and be has spiked one of the big
gest guns of the Republicans before elec
tioneering has even started by this "bold " 
stroke on North Vietnam bases. 

Those who have lost some member of the 
family ln this outer "war" probably have a 
lesser word than "bold" for it. 

However, I look !or a precarious campaign 
this year, and I still cannot be for GOLD
WATER; too immature, In my view, as surely 
he wouldn't let himself be simply Ignorant. 

You have a pretty brave colleague in Mr. 
F'uLBRIGHT, from news reports occasionally. 
I thank you for your courage. 

Respectfully, 
Mrs. PEARL M. CAMPBELL. 

EVERETr, WASH., 
August 6, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.a . 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: As I am deeply con
cerned about the worsening Vietnam crisis, I 
am writing to commend you on your stand 
in this matter. I urge you to continue to use 
your ln:fl.uence In helping our country find 
creative solutions to this serious threat to 
world peace. No unilateral solution can be 
effective In so complex a problem, particu
larly when we are so heavily Involved ln the 
gull t of the crisis. 

As you have indicated In newspaper re
ports I have read recently, the economic and 
social problems which we have helped to cre
ate in that pa.rt of the world cannot be 
solved by purely military means. We must 
appeal to the U.N. and all countries who 
have any feeling of responsibility !or world 
peace, whether they are members or not, to 
work on this urgent problem. The 14-natlon 
Geneva Conference should be reconvened ln 
an effort to settle the war. Peacekeeping 
forces should supervise the implementation 
of any peace plans which are developed. 

Some decisions made by such a multilat
eral group may cost us some sense of pres
tige, but It we are willing to work !or eco
nomic and social improvement In that area 
even so, we are likely to be remembered as 
the people who were humble enough to help 
solve the problem of world peace rather than 
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risk being remembered as the preclplt:itors 
o! the World War III holocaust to our eternal 
discredit. 

I have written to Senators MAGNUSON and 
JACKSON and to Congressman WESTLAND 
about this matter urging that they support 
your recommendations. I truly hope they 
will . 

Sincerely, 
Mrs. FRANCES J . WESTER. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
The Senate 
Washington, D .O. 

MADISON, WIS., 
August 7, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MoasE: Your vote against 
the resolution to support fully the admin
istration's policy and actions in Vietnam 
has 'been the single brlgh t spot these past 
few miserable days. I am very glad you 
voted as you did and I am grateful too for 
this necessitating more publicizing o! your 
views than bas occurred so far. 

Whether the North Vietnamese torpedo 
boats were provoked into action by such a 
specific incident as you have mentioned or 
simply by the whole menacing position of 
both American Naval and Army units does 
not seem to me to matter a great deal. One 
has the feeling Inevitably that the North 
Vietnamese attack was as ludicrous as a 
squirt gun aimed at an elephant and that 
there has been much of this sort of thing 
going on and tolerated. That It should be 
now made an Issue of appears to the cynical 
observer a political move to answer the Re
publican charge of not enough action com
bined with a diversion from domestic affairs 
going badly in the way of Negro riots . 

One can only hope that you will do all that 
ls possible to open up real debate on our 
South Vietnamese war. 

Sincerely, 

Senator WAYNE MORSE. 
U.S . Senate, 
Washington, D.a. 

JEAN WILEY. 

AUGUST 7, 1964. 

DEAR Sm: May I congratulate you on your 
courage to stand up for a sane policy for 
Vietnam? 

I agree with you that the only way out o! 
the southeast Asia impasse ls through the 
United Nations, and that the United States 
wUl !all if she insists on imposing a milltary 
solution on a political and economic problem. 

Sincerely, 
EUGENIA V. NORRIKRY, Pb. D. 

Research Associate, Stanford University. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

CARMEL, CALIF., 
August 6, 1964. 

DEAa SENA~ MoasE : Three cheers !or you 
In your continuing struggle to get the truth 
about South Vietnam before the American 
people. The war we are engaged ln there ls 
a dirty war, a disgrace to our Nation, and 
Instead o! expanding it (as we've done In 
the past 2 days) we should be negotiating 
tor peace and getting our soldiers out of the 
country. 

A recent article by you in the Progressive 
· covered the whole situation In an exceedingly 
capable manner except !or the omission o! 
one vital point: the 1956 elections that were 
slated to be held under International 
auspices, according to the 1954 Geneva ac
cords, which would have unified the country. 
Fram all that I've been able to find out about 
this, the United States, through our then
tl.unkey, Diem, blocked the holding or these 
elections because we had become convinced 
that a leftist regime under Ho Chi Minh 
would wtn. I! this ls true, shouldn't It be 
widely publicized? For it demolishes the 

U.S. argument for being In South Vietnam, 
I.e., that the Vietcong ls the side that has 
broken the Geneva accords, and that we only 
broke them after they did. And even now, 
l! we're willing to !ace the possib!Uty of a 
Vietcong victory at the polls, peace could 
perhaps be achieved by the announcement 
that such elections would soon be held. 

Or doesn't our Government really believe 
In democracy? It's hard to keep from get
ting pretty cynical on this point. 

Anyway, keep up the good work. You're 
a rare type or politician-one with Integrity 
and courage. 

Sincerely, 
BOBBIE HARMS. 

BIRMINGHAM, MICH., 
August 6, 1964. 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washtngton, D .O. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I have Just finished 
readlng your article In the August Progres
sive. One hopes with desperation that men 
like you and Senators MANSFIELD and FuL
BRIGHT keep your critical eyes on southeast 
Asia-particularly now. 

Yours sincerely, 
T . C. CRANE. 

CORNELL UNIVERSITY, 
Ithaca, N.Y., August 9, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE L. MORSE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D.a. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Please accept my 
sincere congratulations and my strong sup
port for your vote against the southeast Asia 
resolution. 

I am not at all sure that the Interests of 
our country a.re best served by our being 
involved in Vietnam. Your voice, raising 
some serious and embarrassing questions, 
has been one o! the !ew expressions of sanity 
that seems to remain on Capitol Hlll. What 
ls it that makes so many o! our lawmakers 
so bellicose? I often wonder if they are 
trying to prove something about them
selves-or to themselves. 

Keep on saying "No." You represent more 
than your Oregon constituents here. 

Sincerely yours, 
ANDll.EW HACKER, 

Associate Professor. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Build.Ing, 
Washington, D .O. 

SYRACUSE, N.Y., 
August 7, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOll. MORSE: Your opposition to 
the resolution before the combined Foreign 
Relations and Armed Services Committees or 
the Senate is to be commended. 

Millta.ry action in a situation that would 
appear to be somewhat ambiguous must be 
seriously considered, and not hastily sec
onded. 
At a time when so many are rushing Into 

an area of unknown consequence, It takes 
courage to remain steadfast. May you con
tinue to so serve the American public. 

Sincerely, 
Mr. and Mrs. RocER D. COHEN. 

Sena.tor WAYNE MOS.SE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .O. 

NEW YORK, N.Y., 
August 8, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR: May I commend you on 
your honest and courageous stand in voting 
against the President's aggressive actions in 
the Gulf of Tonkin. 

We are lnter!errlng In a civil war, expend
ing bUlions of dollars and hundreds of our 
menfolk supporting a corrupt government, 
earning the hatred o! honest people every-
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where, and, because we are losing ground, 
tempting provocations that may escalate 
thill Into worldwide and, possibly, atomic war. 

Where 111 the vaunted "American courage," 
"honesty," "love o! liberty," and "lntelll
gence"-that out o! 90 Senate and 416 House 
votes, only 2 Senators have these qualities 
of decency to recognize and stand up against 
a Presidential "carte blanche" In a nefarious 
undertaking? 

Would that there were many more of you 
In the Senate. How can we get them there? 

Respectfully yours, 
LEwls J. SKI.All. 

NEW Yo&K, N .Y ., 
August 7, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Chambers, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAA SENATOR WAYNE MORSE : I want to 
urge you to keep on fighting. Your voice 
rings out like a clarion and gives me hope. 

Sincerely, 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Washington, D .C. 

BELLA GOODSTEIN. 

ABERDEEN, WASH. 

DEAK SENATOR MORSE : We want you to know 
that we appreciate the stand you are taking 
against U.S. Involvement In Vietnam-North 
or South. 

We regret that since we are Washington 
State residents the only support we can give 
you Is moral. It we could have the prlvllege 
of voting for you we would certainly do so. 
It would be a real exercise of voting privilege 
to vote !or a man o! your caliber. The resi
d ents o! Oregon are indeed fortunate. 

Thank you again. 
Yours truly, 

Mr. and Mrs. PENT JARVELA. 

NEW Yo&K, N .Y., 
August 5, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MOBSE, 
Senate Of/Ice Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAK SENATOll. MORSE: Thank goodness you 
are still a "maverick" Senator or else we 
would have no voice In Congress that dared 
criticize our stupid blundering in southeast 
Asia. 

Keep up the good work--<:hallenglng for
eign aid "mis-spendltures" and mixed up 
m ll1tarlsm In Vietnam. 

Sincerely, 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
Washington, D .C. 

JOYCE s. GU.ES. 

RICllllOND, CALD'., 
August 5, 1964. 

DEAR Sm: I congratulate you on your cour
ageous statements on our policies In south
east Asia. 

I completely agree with you that we should 
solve this question through the United Na
ttons rather than by Involving ourselves In a 
military action. The United States was 
wrong to allow ltsel! to be goaded Into an 
attack on North Vietnam, and I greatly ad
mire you !or standing up alone to say so. 

Sincerely, 
PATRICIA H. DUNCAN. 

TACOMA, WASH., 
August 5, 1964. 

D EAR SENATOR MORSE: It Is d11ficult to put 
Into words our admiration !or your courage 
ln this dreadful crisis. Tonight we saw you 
interviewed on television and heard you say 
you would not vote !or the resolution to sup
port President Johnson, that you would 
stand alol'le l! need be. It only eur President 
would take such a stand. 

We, my husband and I. have lived long 
enough to experience two World Wars, the 
Korean war and now this war, to date unde-

clared, lllegal, unlle.tera.! but nonetheless a 
ruthless ciruel war which now may spread Into 
all out nuclear war. 

The two World Wars to "end war" and to 
"save democracy" were self-defeatlng and the 
atomic age was ushered In changing the en
tire ch!Lrlj.cter of war. War, as such, Is no 
longer e. 1mlutlon to world problems as you 
well know. 

Enclosed Is copy of General Hester's article 
"Is the U'nlted States Fighting the Vietna
mese Peo~1le." 

I am the secretary of the Peace Committee 
o! ffillslde Community Church and !or 6 
years have corresponded with General Hester. 
We have placed his book "On The Brink" ln 
many libraries. We distribute his articles In 
quantity. 

He has at various times paid high compli
ment to you particularly also Senator GRUE
NING. Do· hope he will stand with you. 

You said today "This Is a predated declara
tion of w1~r." May I quote a paragraph !rom 
his recent. letter: 

"As I view It we have to moblllze to do one 
thing the rest of the year and that Is to pre
vent the t!xpanslon of war In Asia and an In
vasion of CUba. Both are building up fast 
and we will be lucky Indeed lf we can hold 
the line." 

In ano1ther pa ragraph he wrote, "So tar 
U.S. foreign aid hB.3 been used to set nations 
fighting uatlons and to maintain the status 
quo." 

We h ave sent telegrams to President John
son prote:stlng this present action, urging as 
you and General Hester have done, an Inter
national t:on!erence. 

Preslde!tlt J ohnson's present position leaves 
little chollce between him and Senator GOLD
WATER on foreign policy. 

Thank you age.In. 
Mrs. MAUDE RICHARD. 

NEWTON, MASS., 
August 7, 1964. 

Senator 1iV&YNE MoRsE, 
Washington, D .O. 

DEAR SIENATOR MORSE: For some time, my 
husband and I have felt that the United 
States Is lnvolved t'n a very unjust and mor
ally undeJenslble war In South Vietnam. We 
fall to see a d istinction between a Commu
nist-enforced dictatorship and an Amerlce.n
en!orced dictatorship, as both the Diem and 
the subsE1quent military regimes are. Sup
port of tbls government Is especially open to 
criticism since lt appears that the populace 
of South Vietnam does not support this gov
ernment, and apparently tends to sympathize 
with the revolutionary forces. Furthermore 
we ob)ecjt, on moral grounds, to the tech
niques u1;ed by the military forces against 
the peasants, such as the ghetto compounds, 
the burning of villages and rlceflelds, and es
pecially t '.he physical brutality. 

We support completely your recent state
ments about American foreign policy. We 
were Impressed with your appearance on 
"Meet the Press," and today with your ob
jections in the Senate to the resolution. 
We admire very much your moral courage 
and yom· rational objectivity, so decidedly 
lacking lltl most political figures today. We 
hope that you will continue to be strong In 
your posl1tlon. and that you will be able to 
influence others to consider the moral Issues 
Involved, rather than Just empty American 
prestige. 

Si~1cerely, 
ANITA SIMPSON 
Mrs. Charles Simpson. 

SANTA MONICA, CALIF., 
August 6, 1964. 

Hon. WAYNEMoasE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washing1:on, D.C. 

D!!An Sm: You have our heartfelt under
s tanding for your positive stand on the South 

Vietnam situation. It takes stamina and 
knowledge o! this acute problem, and you 
have shown courage almost alone, and we 
want you to feel we, as Democrats, are behind 
you. 

Continue the good work. 
Cordially, 

Mrs. ROSE Y. NICHOLAS. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Washington, D .C. 

CAZENOVIA, N.Y. 

DEAK Ma. MoRSE: Thank you tor your 
courage in speaking out In an elfort to stop 
the current war hysteria In America. 

I wish I could vote !or you. 
Yours truly, 

ELIZABETH Zo ALLEN. 

AUGUST 6, 1964. 
Senator MORSE, 

This Is to encourage you to hold your po
sl tlon on the Southeast Asia situation. 

There Is a better way to galn respect as a 
nation than kllllng. 

I am a teacher, 60, of mathematics in high 
school. 

Sincerely, 
Mr. CLAIRE W. PALMER. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C.: 

AUGUST 7, 1964. 

I thank you from the bottom of my heart 
because you are a true representative of the 
common people of the United States, and I 
might add for all the common people 
throughout the world. 

It appears you stand alone as Christ did 
during his time. 

We thank you !or your courageous stand 
and for trying to save mankind !rom total 
annihilation. 

Sincerely yours, 
KATIE KLICINOVICH. 

SYRACUSE, N.Y., 
August 5, 1J64. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I would llke to con
gratulate you on your extremely brave stand 
over the present policies of the U.S. Gov
ernment. It seems that In times of grave 
crtsls there ls always a call for unity In the 
country and this ellminates lntell!gent and 
democratic d iscussion on the subject and 
anyone who stands out against this ls con
sidered unpatriotic. Therefore any man, 
especially ln an elected position, who takes 
such a stand Is to be greatly admired and 
considered very courageous. 

I would a.lso like to thank you for your at
tempt to expose the hideous doubletalk 
which has accompanied the recent develop
ments ln southeast A.ala. 

I can only say that I believe the cba.nces for 
world peace would be greatly Increased lf 
men of your thinking were In power In thls 
country. 

Sincerely, 
VALERIE AsFIWORTH. 

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIF., 
August 6, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate of the United States, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEA11. SENATOR MORliE: This Is just e. brle! 
note to say that we agree with everything 
that you have said about the U.S. Interven
tion In Vlemam and admire tremendously 
your courage In speaking the way that you 
have done. 

Whether you know It or not, we believe 
that you speak for many American people 
who, unfortunately, have no voice outside of 
your own. 

Sincerely, 
Ill.ENE COSMOS. 
JILL JBFFEll.Y. 
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August 8, 1964. 
Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Just a line Of con
gratulations on your courageous stand 
against our involvement in foreign wars. 
Keep up the good work. 

Sincerely, 
LINCOLN HAYNES. 

CLINTONVILLE, WIS., 
August 7, 1964. 

SENATOR WAYNE MORSE: I wish to express 
my · apprec!a tlon for your stand in re the 
attack on North Vietnam. This should have 
been taken to the United Nations !n accord
ance with !ts charter. I belleve the PT boats 
were probably from South Vietnam. They 
a.re very anxious to get us Into a war with 
their neighbor to the north. 

Next, I suppose, there will be a phony 
attack in Cuban waters to justify an attack 
on their harbors. 

The CIA could have staged this as they 
did the attack preceding the Bay .or Pigs 
fiasco. 

Yours, 
WM. L. STANTON. 

SAN PEDRO, CALIF., 
August 5, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Wash.ington, D.C. 

DEAR Sm: May I personally thank you and 
congratulate you on the stand you have 
ta.ken on the U.S. position in Vietnam. I am 
In oomplete agreement with you, that we are 
both the aggressors and agitators in this 
Incident. -

I give you my full support and encourage 
you to take this stand to whatever heights 
are necessary. 

There are few men in political office today 
who are willing to sacrifice political gain for 
their own convictions. I believe that you 
have truly passed the test of a qualified 
Senator, which I y.m afraid Inany of your 
colleagues would !all. 

Again I urge this stand, and offer myself in 
any way to keep this a country and world in 
peace. 

My deepest a.dmira.tion, 
Miss HELEN MEYERS, 

College Student. 

..NEW YORK, N.Y. , 

Senator WAYNE L. MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

_August 8, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: My congratulations 
to you on your stand on the resolution which, 
I think, you said "predated a declaration of 
war." 

I run extremely worried about our whole 
policy in Vietnam and a newspaper picture 
of a baby terribly burned by one of our fire 
bombs has haunted me. 

A world at peace with more reliance on the 
United Nations seems farther away and the 
stupidity of man on the increase. I don't 
like to be ashamed of my country but how 
can we send the Peace Corps around the 
world on one hand and push everyone closer 
to nuclear destruction on the other. 

I wish that other Senators than you and 
Senator ERNEST GRUENING would speak up 
In times of crisis. 

Sincerely, 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
washingtcm, D.C. 

EILEEN B. WARING. 

AUGUST 6, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: The Palomar Peace 
Group meeting in full session feel especially 

indebted to you. You seem to be the strong
est voice !or peace in the U.S. Government. 

You have taken the winning side, as only 
full discussion of issues and agreement on 
peace and neutrality could be a sensible role 
today. Any other leads to nuclear war and 
destruction. 

The Johnson adm!n!strat!on has taken a 
turn toward carrying out the policies of 
GOLDWATER. 

In one sense we felt after the Republican 
oonvent!on, we now had a straight course 
for end poverty, civil rights, and peace. We 
are now all confused and continuation of 
this policy oould easlly end in the election 
Of BARRY GOLDWATER. 

OT-the nuclear destruction of the world. 
Yours very truly, 

WILLIAM INGHAM, 
Chairman, Palomar Peace Group. 

AUGUST 8, 1964. 
Hon. Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

Sm: A few years a.go I had the pleasure of 
having dinner with you and Mrs. Morse and 
I was impressed and enlightened by your in
dependence and knowledge. 

Your recent vote against President John
son's bill Is a courageous act. I hope that 
you are better informed on our problelllS 
than I or mill!ons of other Americans are. 

The rest of our legislators' speedy and 
ready consent marks them, In my book, as a 
bunch of "yo-yos." 

Congratulations and may you enjoy a good, 
happy and long life. We need you. 

Sincerely, 
HARRY RICH. 

MIAMI, FLA. 

AUGUST 6, 1964. 
Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate of the United States, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MoRsE: My wife and I were 
greatly pleased by your comments on the 
Vietnamese crisis. I had thought that all 
dissenting voices were burled under the heap 
of elegies on Individualism. May Oregon 
continue to return you to the Senate. 

Sincerely yours, 

BERKELEY, CALIF. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Washington, D.C. 

DOUGLAS M. MOON. 

BROOKLYN, N.Y. 

DEAR SENATOR MoRsE: I commend your vote 
on the Vietnam resolution as a courageous 
and independent action. 

I think It is good to have a few d'oves when 
It is much easier to be a hawk. In fact, !t 
alarms me, as It did In the Cuban crisis, that 
to be anything but a hawk ls tantamount to 
treason. 

If we don't have debate on such monu
mental questions, we lose a great asset of de
mocracy-the check of power of the estab
lishment. The vote on Wilson's war resolu
tion was not unanimous. Perhaps, at that 
time. If there had been more debate or con
sultation, alternative courses In!ght have 
been reached which would have been less 
costly. 

Ml!!tary commitment can be a dangerous 
procedure because It does not always permit 
an honorable disengagement. Cuba proved 
otherwise, fortunately, but possibly only be
cause the motives on both sides were evi
dent and communication was easy and avall
able. I am not sure whether the Prlsedent's 
action ls the best course for the United States 
or wm produce any lasting benefits. How
ever, I don't believe that honest debate 
should be ruled out or that individuals 
should fear to raise questions lest their 
patriotism or paper courage be questioned. 
I have also felt !or a long time that a Senator 

should not be mer-ely a relay switch for the 
wishes of his voters on Important questions. 
On matters that require background, wisdom 
and moral thinking to decide, I think a Sen
ator and the Senate have a higher obligation 
than to party loyalty or the next election. 

Yours truly, 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 

B. F. KARNOW. 

BROOKLYN, N.Y., 
August 5, 1964. 

SenatCYr, Office of the Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR Sm: Am writing to express my sup
port for , and my admiration and respect for, 
your Integrity aI}d moral courage as ex
pressed by you concerning the Vietnam sit
uation. The action taken by the adminis
tration is not the way of the Founding 
Fathers. 

Respectfully, 
Mrs. R. L. McGAIUU!:'IT. 

Sena.tor WAYNE MORSE, 
Washington, D .C.: 

AUGUST 7, 1964. 

I, too, with many thinking people, have 
long considered the wisdom of our pol!cy in 
Vietnam and have just written the President, 
again, urging caution and a postponement 
of further In!l!tary action till the situation 
can be reviewed before the Security Counc!l 
with both sides participating. 

I have admlred your st11.Ild In the Senate 
which must have taken conviction and cour
age and I want you to know you have the 
full support of many of us. 

Sincerely, 
Mrs. MARION M. MALLERY. 

PHILADELPHIA, PA. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

FRANKFORT, KY., 
August 7, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: In the fturry of ac
tivity that surrounds a U.S. Senator, It must 
be especially trying to defend a position as 
unpopular as is your position on Vietnam. 
Now, as I write this, you are speaking to an 
almost empty Senate Chamber-speaking 
about what Is probably the most important 
topic in the world today. You might very 
well be committing political suicide, because 
this time your opposition to U.S. policy In 
southeast Asia Is getting wide publlc!ty. 

Of course, I know nothing about what kind 
of person you are. I do know that you are 
not a coward, and have taken grave political 
risks In the past. But I do know that when 
caught up in the middle of a strugg1e;1t is 
often hard to keep an eye on oneself, and to 
remember what It Is all about. It is often 
especially difficult to find meaning to a 
struggle which at one and the srune time 
must be fought, and will be lost. 

This letter, then, Is to remind you of that 
which only someone else can tell you. You 
are a good man. If life can ever have any 
meaning, It wm be given such by men like 
yourself. I can't wish you great happiness, 
because I know that men such as you can 
never be fully happy in an evil world. But 
I do wish for you the satisfaction that comes 
from fighting for what is right. I wish for 
you part of the beauty that you yourself are 
adding to the world. -

With profound respect. 
LAWRENCE CAROLINE. 

MONTROSE, PA., 
August 8, 1964. 

Thank you, Senator, for your dissenting 
vote yesterday on that "vote of confidence" 
for the President's In!lltary action in North 
Vietnam. 

"The evil that men do lives after them" 
may well be sald of our involvement in 
southeast Asia. 
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How did Asia ever survive for 7,000 years 

without tbe United states? One hell at a 
mess! 

Pam K. BREWSTl!ll. 

PASADENA., CALD'., 
AU{l'U4t 6, 1964. 

DEAR SENA.TOR MORSE: 'I'll1s 1B to encourage 
you 1n your stand again.st our undeclared war 
1n Vietnam. 

Please continue to press tor a solution 
through the U.N. 

Respectfully, 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Washington, D.C. 

REGA E.NGELOBERG. 

SEATTLE, WASH. 

DEA.R SENATOR: It was with Joyful apprecla
tion that I read 1n the morning Post-Intelli
gencer your statements regarding U.S. Inter
vention 1n Asia. I wish to congratulate you 
for the stand you have taken. 

I am writing to the two Senators from 
Washington. 

Sincerely yours. 
HECTOR J. DURACKER. 

BROOKLYN, N .Y., 
August 6, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : I am filled with 
pride that we have one Senator who has the 
intelligence to understand the international 
implications of our insane foreign policy and 
has the courage to say that he does not agree 
with It. What's driving these people to build 
up another Korea? Uthe plan ls to provoke 
the Chinese so they'll enter on the slde or 
the North Vietnamese and give us an excuse 
to bomb the mainland to please Chiang Kal
shek, we're underestimating the power ot the 
Communist world . No matter what the rift 
over ideology Russia won't stand by and do 
nothing. But I don't have to tell you these 
things. You are well aware of the world 
situation. 

Thank you very much !or your dedication 
to the real interests of the people or this 
country. Judging by the vast number or 
supporters you have 1n this community you'd 
be our fl.rst choice for President. Shall we 
draft you? 

Very truly yours. 

WAYNE L. MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.a. 

ANNE R . COLFORD. 

NEW YORK, N.Y ., 
August 7, 1964. 

DEAR Sm: This ls to express my admira
tion to you !or your courageous stand against 
our involvement 1n an Asian war. Thank 
God there Is at least one voice In the Senate, 
that speaks owt for peace and sanity. 

Respectfully, 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

KVRT H . GRUEN. 

AUGUST 6, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : For years I've heard 
the Republicans criticize our party because, 
quote, "It's always the Democrats who get 
us Into war." Again this morning I heard 
this retrain trom a fellow worker on the 
subject of the North Vietnam bombings. 

I just want you to know that a fellow 
Democrat is proud of you tor your courage 
In questioning this action of our country 
and I wholeheartedly agree with you. 

May God bless you. 
PHYLLIS A. CAINE. 

BERKELEY, CALIF. 
cOples to President Johnson, Senator H. 

Humphrey. 

SAN Joss, CALIF., 
August 7, 1964. 

Senator W AYNE MORSlll, 
Senat e Of/Ice Buadt~, 
Wa.!hingUm, D .O. 

DEAR SENATOR MoRSB: May I commend you 
for your courageous stand on the llm1ted 
war resolution. It ls a rare pleasure to see 
a man of such Integrity and conviction, and 
woUld that there were more like you In the 
Senate. We lived In Oregon for 3 years, 
while students at the University ot Oregon 
(both my husband and I hold Ph. D's 1n 
sociology trom the University or Oregon .) 
I only wish we could still vote for you. 

On many, many previous occasions I have 
admired your stands and the articulate way 
In which you have expressed your view
polnt---with which I am almost always In 
accord. My husband Joins me in congratu
lating you on your rare courage. 

Sincerely, 
GAIL J . PUTNEY, Pb . D . 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .O. 

MUNCIE, IND., 
Augu.st 6, 1964 . 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : We want you to 
know that we are in strong support or your 
position that the United States should cease 
its Involvement In Vietnam and should sub
mit the issues to negotiation. The United 
States should faithfully abide by the results 
of such negotiations. 

We sent the following telegram to Presi
dent Lyndon Johnson : 

"Urge avoid war escalation ln Vietnam. 
Negotiate permanent settlement through 
United Nations." 

Sincerely, 
RoBERT J . and MARTHA GWYN. 

Copies to Senators BIRCH BAYH, VANCE 
HARTKE, Congressman RALPH HARVEY. 

EAST AMHERST, N .Y., 
Augu.st 6, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR: I am writing to express my 
approval and appreciation for your pooltlon 
on the crisis In southeast Asia. Your re
marks have shown that the only lntelllgent 
solution to this complex problem is through 
sincere attempts at negotiation . 

Sincerely, 
Jo ANNE BRADLEY. 

NEW YORK CrrY, N .Y .. 
August 7, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : Thank God !or you. 
I just finished your article ln the Progressive 
and know that we can count on you to so
berly appraise our drive to war In southeast 
Asia. This is sheer madness and can lead · 
only to the extermination of the whole hu
man race. 

Now we're playing "chicken" and seem dis
appointed that China ls not responding to 
our bullying or North Vietnam. 

We know you are almost alone In Con
gress. Please keep on. 

Thank you again, most fervently . 
Sincerely yours, -

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
Senator fur Oregon, 
Washington, D .O. 

DOROTHY JACOBSON . 

AGENCY, IOWA, 
August B, 1964. 

DEAR MR. MORSE : Do you realize, sir, that 
you and Senator GRUENING or Alaska. are the 
only Members of Congress wllllng to go on 
record as agreeing with the fundamental 
doctrines of all or the great rellglons In the 
world on human rights and human relations? 
My congratulations, and my fervent hope you 
will remain steadfast ln your stand on our 
foreign policy, must be conveyed to you. 
I am now nea.rly 90 years old and ever since 

I can remember I have thought much as you 
d o about such things. 

Yours truly, 
MADISON WARDER. 

B<lz£MAN, MONT., 
August 7, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I appreciate your 
stand on the current Vietnam crisis. As a 
history teacher I wat.oh current events with 
interest. 

Thank you !or sending me "Senator MORSE 
Speaking." 

Sincerely, 
CLYDE W. SMITH. 

BROOKLYN, N.Y., 
August 6, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.O. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Please accept this 
brief note In wholehearted support of your 
position 1n connection with American activity 
In Vietnam. I pray the Lord wlll strength
en your voice and the voices of others who 
appeal for sanity 1n a situation quickly es
calating toward deeper Involvement and total 
war. 

Sincerely, 
RICHARD J. NEUHAUS. 

NEW YORK, N .Y., 
. August 6, 1964 . 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : We commend you on 
your courageous stand on our "Immoral" war 
In Vietnam. 

Yours ts the only sane, realistic, and hu
mane position on this matter. 

We applaud your courage in being able to 
stand alone amid a "sea or tools." 

Sincerely, 
Mr. and Mrs. S . RoMAINE. 

CHICAGO, lLL., 
August 7, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Washington, D.a. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : It was heartening 
to hear two sane voices raised 1n the Senate 
when the vote on Vietnam was taken. 

Not all Americans favor the U.S. aggres
sive "big stick" policy In southeast Asia and 
many or us are unwilling to give President 
Johnson free rein 1n pursuing that policy. 

We are grateful to you and Senator GRUEN
ING for representing us. 

Sincerely, 
GLENN and ANNE THURESON . 

MUSKEGON, MlCH., 
August 7, 1964 . 

Hon. Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Washington, D .O. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I wish to thank you 
for your leadership and straight thinking 
regarding the Vietnam situation . History 
will prove you are right. I !ear tor our coun
try and for our sons who are being k!l1ed 
tor nothing. (We have a son in the Navy.) 

You are a profile In 0ourage and one of 
the few legislators I could call "honorable." 
Congratulations I 

I am a teacher and wish I could do some
thing to help constructively. Our letters 
to Congressmen seem to have little effect. 

Sincerely, 
Mrs. MILDRED E. WALL. 

Los ANGELES, CALIF., 
August 7, 1964. 

Sena tor WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office B1Lilcling, 
Washington, D.O. 

DEAR MR. MORSE : I wish to congratulate 
you for your courageous and forthright posi
tion you have taken on the Issue of U.S. 
naval aircraft bombing North Vietnam 
bases. Although you are apparently out
numbered by those that support this action, 
remember there are mllllons or Americans 
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who support your courageous and correct 
stand. 

I agree 100 percent with you that our 
policy over the last 10 years in southeast 
Asia is terribly wrong and can only lead to 
disastrous results. Open intervention in 
South Vietnam, which we have been follow
ing for years is in ltsel! aggressive action 
which can only be countered with similar 
action by the Government of North Vietnam 
and China. 

Obviously the Government In South Viet
nam is not a popular regime with the people 
of this country and is being kept In power 
by U.S. mllitary might. I further agree 
that the problem in southeast Asia is a 
political one and cannot be solved by m!li
tary action. Our sons who are dying in 
Vietnam are obviously being sacrificed for 
a lost cause. 

Please keep up your fight !or a correct 
policy in southeast Asia, and be of mind that 
there are millions of Americans who are 
behind you in this fight. Remember that 
although your position is a minority posi
tion at this tlme--lt is the correct poslt!on
and eventually must be the majority posi
tion If we are to have peace In southeast 
Asia. The issues in southeast Asia must be 
settled over the conference table. 

I am sending carbon copies of this letter 
to both of my Senators from California. 

Sincerely, 
LEONARD DAHLSTEN. 

SAN DIEGO, CALIF., 
' August 9, 1964. 

The Honorable w AYNE MORSE 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I wish to express my 
admiration for the etand you have taken on 
the policy of the U.S. Government in Asia, 
and especially in Vietnam. It takes a lot of 
courage to raise the only dissenting voice 
in the Senate, particularly when the whole 
country has been excited to the point of hys
teria over the Tonkin Gulf exchange. 

Having just recently read your article, 
"Humpty Dumpty In Vietnam", in the Pro
gressive, I was aware of your thoro:ugh knowl
edge of the 10-year history of our participa
tion in this area. I also have a copy of Sen
ator GRUENING's speech of March 10, 1964, 
on "The United States Should Get Out of 
Vietnam" and have used this material when 
writing to my Congi·essmen and Senators 
about the cruelty and futility of this war. 
The response I have received bas not been 
impressive as you can observe from the letter 
from Senator KUCHEL, copy of which is en
closed. The President naturally turns such 
letters over to the State Department which 
forwards the writer a fat pamphlet too volu
minous to wade through. 

The War Registers League issued a "Memo 
on Vietnam" recently, prepared by David Mc
Reynolds and A. J. Muste, wl1lch seems to 
me very comprehensive. I am ordering some 
copies of this memo to distribute to people 
in this area. As I feel you will be interested 
in this "Memo", I am enclosing a copy and 
also a clipping from a smalltown newspaper, 
the Valley News, to show you that we do 
have one thoughtful editor In this area which 
is otherwise covered by the San Diego Union 
and Evening Tribune, both owned by the 
ultrnconservative Copley Press. 

Yours very truly, 
Mrs. F. w. McCONNELL. 

SAN DIEGO, CALIF., 
AUGUST 5, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR ·MonsE: Thank you for your 
courageous and positive stand regarding the 
shocking position our Government has taken 
in Vietnam. 

I feel our being there was all wrong In 
the first place. We should work through the 

United Nations at all times. It seems hypo
critical to me to keep saying we are fighting 
to preserve peace and freedom. 

Sincerely, · 
Mrs. MARY HANCOCK. 

Los ANGELES, CALIF., 
August 7, 1964. 

Senator THOMAS KUCHEL, 
U.S . Senate, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR Sra : I beg of you to oppose extending 
the war in Vietnam. Brinkma.nsb.ip is a dan
gerous game, and might start a confiagrat1on 
which will end in total destruction of the 
world. 

We suggest that all misunderstandings 
should be threshed out at a conference table. 

Yours respectfully, 
Mrs. SARAH YURAVICH. 

Los ANGELES, CALIF., 
August 7, 1964. 

Senator MIKE MA NSFIELD, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR Sra: Please support Senator WAYNE 
MoasE in opposing extension of the war in 
Vietnam, which may eventually start a nu
clear war and the total destruction of the 
world . 

There must be other ways to settle differ
ences, and a conference table is a good way. 

Respectfully, 
Mrs. SARAH YURAVICH. 

Los AN<1EI.ES, CALIF., 
August 7, 1964. 

Senator J . w. FULBRIGHT, 
Cnairman, Foreign Relations Committee, 
U .S. Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SIR: Please continue to oppose ex
tending the war in Vietnam, as you have 
done in the past. Brinkmanship is a dan
gerous gamble, which might light the fuse 
that w!IJ start such a confiagration that will 
d,estroy the world . 

Don't you think that things can be settled 
at a conference table In preference to war? 

Respectfully yours. 
Mrs. SARAH YURAVICH. 

Mr. WAYNE MORSE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Wasnington, D.C. 

AUGUST 9, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I congratulate you 
on your coUl·age to face up to President 
Johnson's barbaric act against the people 
of North Vietnam. To me his act is in the 
same category of a 6 foot 2 inch, 250-pound 
man slugging a 6-year-old boy, or raping an 
8-year-old girl. Why, oh why, do we have to 
pick on little nations such as South Viet
nam; North Vietnam, Crunbodla; Laos; Guba; 
Guatemala, British Guiana-we wouldn't 
dare do it to the U.S.S.R. 

I wrote Senator Wn.LIAMS denouncing him 
for his Casper Milquetoast attitude--for 
bending his knees to Johnson's ignominious 
act. I'd like to receive your speech apropos 
this base act of Johnson's . 

Sincerely yours, 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Washington, D.C. 

HUBERT N. SMrrH. 

AUGUST 7, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : I wish to tell you I 
am in complete agreement with you on Viet
nam and southeast Asia. Why, oh why, can 
we not see that we must settle disputes 
around a conference table in this day of the 
atom bomb. 

It is a lonely, lonely vigil for you but keep 
up the good work. 

Sincerely, 
BETTY KELLOGG. 

Hon. SENATOR MORSE, 
Wasnington, D.C.: 

LoNG BEACH, CALIF. 

Thank you for your courageous stand re
garding the Vietnamese crisis . 

Wish you were president. 
Sincerely, 

K. A. ELIASSEN. 

PROVIDENCE, R .I., 
August 7, 1964. 

Hon. WAYNE MonsE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: This is a brief note 
to let you know that I wholeheartedly sup
port your bold and farsighted thought on 
the South Vietnam crisis. In 1964, we can
not have American solutions to all prob
lems, and you are one of the !ew people in 
Washington to recognize this. 

As a member of the U.S. Marine Corps 
Reserve, I have witnessed the .ln.sldious and 
Immoral indoctrination that our troops are 
subjected to; that is to say, a reckless "my
country-right-or-wrong" policy is promul
gated. For mysel!, I will not become a part 
of this Inexorable march toward mass an
nihilation. 

Again I applaud your standing. Rest as
sured, that there are others who support 
your statement; Indeed, as you say, we must 
beat our big nuclear swords into plowshares. 

Very truly yours, 
STEPHEN J . FORTUNATO, Jr. 

AUGUST 6, 1964. 
DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I like to consider 

myself a thinking individual, one who takes 
time to make up his mind when important 
matters present themselves. It appeared for 
the moment that I had lost complete touch 
with the human race when this trouble in 
Vietnam arose this week. By chance I hap
pened to see you on TV and hear your state
ment in regard to the situation there. 1 
can assure that I am on your side in this 
matter and don't I wish more felt the same 
way. 

I have not always agreed with your stand 
on various issues, but I have certa.lnly ad
mired your honesty and courage through the 
years you have served in the Senate. With
out reservation, as a history teacher, I can 
confidently say that your name is already 
recorded in the pages of this Nation's history 
as one of her most noble servants. Please 
continue your good work. 

Sincerely, 
RICHARD L. PETTERSON. 

TOPEKA, KANS. 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Wasnington, D .C. 

CHICAGO, ILL., 
Attgust 8. 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR: I wish to express my ap
proval and admiration for your stand on 
Vietnam. Your voice is practically a.Ione 
and therefore you deserve credit for having 
the courage of your convictions. Let me 
assure you I share the above with you, and 
hope that the present situation will be set
tled not by guns, but through negotiations. 

Sincerely yours, 
SAMUEL L. TALMY. 

NEW YORK, N.Y., 
August 8, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE of Oregon, 
Senator ERNEST GRUENING of Alaska, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATORS WAYNE MORSE AND ERNEST 
GRUENING: We want to thank you both for 
your honorable and courageous defense of 
peace and humanity, in respect to the Viet
nam crisis. 

With your powerful voices in Washington, 
our democracy and our International moral-
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1ty Cl\nnot die out, but will, we hope, grow 
stronger. 

We enclose a copy of our letter to Presi
d ent Lyadon B . J ohnson on the North Viet
nam matter, In which we atllrm our support 
of your position. 

With adm!ra.t!on and respect, 
Dr. OAKLEY C. JouwsoN, 
Mrs. MARY LEA J. JOHNSON. 

NEW YORK, N.Y, 
August 8, 1964. 

LYNDON B. JOHNSON, 
President of the United States, 
The White Home, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR MR. PRESIDENT: We still protest, 
after hearing your statement to the people, 
against your policy toward North Vietnam, 
and toward Vietnam and against the un
reasonable assault on that little nation. 

We appreciate your declaration that you 
wish "no wider war," but that ts not enough. 
It does not explain away the sudden horror 
of the brutal attack, without Inquiry, with
out negotiation, without reporting first to 
the United Nations. 

You know these things perfectly well, 
Mr. President. Why do you persist In giv
ing our country an Image as being among 
the stlll unc!vll1zed Imperialist nations 
which disregard International courtesy a.nd 
international law? 

We still urge a 14-na.tlon conference, as 
asked by De Gaulle, with solution of all 
problems by negotiation, and withdrawal of 
American troops and shlps. 

We urge that you include Senators 
WAYNE MORSE and ERNEST GRUENING In 
every Important conference on southeast 
Asia, because they speak !or the majority 
of the people o! the United States. Let 
their viewpoint, not Senator GOLDWATER'S. 
be reflected 1n your foreign policy. 

Respectfully yours, 
Dr. OAKLEY C. JOHNSON, 
Mrs. MARY LEA J . JOHNSON. 

Los ANGELES, CALIF., 
August 8, 1964. 

SENATOR WAYNE MORSE: 
With reference to current Tonkin Gulf a.!

fa.lr a.mi Fred Cook's book "The Warfare 
State," Library of Congress card 62-19422-
these clips show forces behind GOLDWATER 
and mortal crisis facing one beloved country 
in November. 

We have put lethal hardware in hands of 
Greeks and Turks, La.otia.ns, Vietnamese and 
many others. All that lt took to in!tiate hos
tll!t!es 110 years a.go was one pistol bullet. 

Now with GOLDWATER on a white horse 
leading the Birchites to "victory," one can 
only hope there will be a !ew more 96.ne, ma
ture and courageous Sena.tors to stem the 
tides of hate that are destroying our beloved 
Nation. 

Why did Aviation Industries Association, 
using Hill and Knowlton of Madison Avenue, 
initiate a propaganda campaign of "Hate 
Russla." In 1946? They have unleashed the 
forces.of hell over the expanse of our country. 
Can we control It before It ls too late? 

Slnoerely, 
G. B. GELLEY, 

Captain, USCG (Retired). 

Associated Press wire from Washington 
(dated May 18, JQ60), which stated: Senator 
BARRY GOLDWATBR (Republican of Arizona>. 
today urged full speed ln development of the 
B-70 bomber, asserting the United States 
could use !t to launch a war. It ls Interest
ing to note that Senator GOLDWATER has re
cently written a book entitled "The Conserv
ative Conscience." I! the foregoing report 
ts an Indicative reflection of the conservative 
conscience, I a.m Inclined to doubt whether 
!t ha.!! developed to any great extent s1nce the 
days of Genghis Khan. And again where 
ts the still small voice? 

But no matter how close war Is to becom
ing a sudden and violent r eality , we must 
not lose faith 1n man's a b ility to reach a 
noble d eatlny. The goa.I cannot be reached 
by keeping !n the middle o! a. smwth a.nd un
obstructed h ighway. The course 1s set on a 
tortuous and rugged alpine slope, and so 
far, man has made some br1111ant strides 1n 
h!B a.scent. Will he abandon his lofty posi
tion a.nd go down Into "the valley of the 
shadow of dee.th," or will he push on up to
ward the unscaled summit? The German 
phllosopher Lotze once remarked that "The 
deeper our insight into human destiny be
comes, the more sacred does every individual 
human• being seem to us." May our con
science grow In the conviction that man's 
reverence for life will prevail . 

I believe that the mature conscience must 
be based on a deep reverence !or life. and 
that its crowning cha.ractertstios should con
sist o1 understanding and the courage to 
translate lt Into action. Conscience Is not 
enough, !or It ha.s spurred bloody atrocities, 
as well a.s noble deeds. Understanding Is not 
enough, for !t often leaves men fearful and 
Irresolute, as well a.s courageous end deter
mined. Action ts not enough, !or rt ls the 
habit of both beast and benefactor. Con
science, understanding and action must be 
welded together, 1f we are to tread the path 
of wisdom. 

CHRISTIAN MORALITY AND NUCLEAR WAR 
(By Thomas Merton) 

(NoTE.-Thls article, which deals with the 
individual Christian 's moral responsib!Uty 
in the face of the threat of modern nuclear 
wa.rfa.re, was written several months prior 
to the publlcatlon of Pope John's recent 
encyclical Pa.oem 1n Terris. In view of the 
Holy Father's powerful statement Father 
Merton's observations acquire a unlq\le time
liness a.nd Importance.) 

A death struggle can also be a struggle 
for Ille, a new birth. Perhaps the present 
crisis Is the birth agony of a new world. 
Let us hope that !t Is. No one can dare to 
predict what ls about to be born of our 
confusion, our frenzy, OUI apocalyptic mad
ness. Certainly the old order ls changing, 
but we do not know what ls to come. All 
we know is that we see the many-crowned 
a.nd many-headed monsters rising on all 
sides out of the deep, from the ocean of our 
own hidden and collective self. We do not 
underi;ta.nd them, and we cannot. We panic 
at the very sight of their Iridescent scales, 
their Jaws that !lame with nuclear fire. But 
they pursue us relentlessly, even Into absurd 
lltle caves fitted out with battery radios 
and hand-operated blowers. We find no se
curity even in the spiritual cave o! !orget
fulness, the anesthesia. o! the human mind 
that finally shuts out a.n unbearable truth. 
and goes about the business of life In torpor 
and stoical Indifference. 

And yet the monsters do not have to come 
to life. They are not yet fully objective like 
the world a.round us. They do not have the 
substance which ts given to things by the 
creative powe.r o! God: they are the spiritual 
emanations of our own sick and sinful be
ing. They exist In and by us. They are 
from us. They cannot exist without us. 
They are our Illusions. They a.re night
mares which our Incredible technological skill 
can a.ll too easily a.ctuali.Ze. But they are 
also dreams from which we can a.waken 
before It ls too late. They are dreams which 
we can still, perhaps, ehoose not to dream. 

MORAL PARALYSIS 
The awful problem of our time Is not so 

much the dreams, the monsters , which ma.y 
take shape and consume us, but the moral 
paralysis In our own souls which leaves us 
Immobile, Inert, passive, tonguetled, ready 
a.nd even w1lllng to succumb. The real trag
edy Is in the cold, silent waters of moral 
«tea.th which climb Imperceptibly within us, 
blinding con2cience, drowning cvmpass!on, 

suffocating fa.Ith and extinguishing the spir
it. A progressive deadening o! conscience, 
of judgment and o! compassion ls the Inex
orable work o! the cold war. 

One thing ls getting to be more and more 
certain. The be.lance of terror, which dic
tates all the policies of the two great armed 
power blocs, cannot stay "bale.need" much 
longer. It will era.eh. It may crash very 
soon. Napoleon said you cannot sit on 
bayonets. You have to use them, 1! you 
have them. This ls a thousand tim.IO's more 
true o! the montrous wee.pons which offer 
a.n overwhelming advantage to the one who 
strikes first and who strikes hardest, who 
smashes everything the enemy has be!ore 
the enemy can wake up to his danger . 

The sl!ghtest false move, the moet Inno
cent mtscalcula.tlon, an Ul choaen word, a. 
misprint, a trivial !allure in the mechanism 
of a. computer, a.nd one hundred mUl!on peo
ple evaporatlO', burn to dee.th, go up in radio
active dust, or crawl a.bout the face o! the 
earth waiting !or death to releai;e them from 
agony. 

We are not good at resisting sin, even un
der the best conditions. But =der the most 
violent provocation, under the most d1aboll
ca.l pressures, when we have abdicated from 
reason a.nd moralit y, when we have frankly 
gone back to the la.w of the jungle, how 
much chance Is there humanly speaking, 
that we can Uve without disaster? 

Two things a.re clear. First, the enemy 
is not ju.st one side or the other. The 
enemy is not just Russia, ~ China, or com
munism. or Castro, or Khfushchev, or capi
talism, or imperialism. The enemy Is on 
both sides. The enemy is in all of us. The 
enemy ls war itself, and the root of war Is 
hatred, !ear, selfishness, lust, Plux XII said 1n 
1944, "I! ever a genen.t!on has known 1n 
the depths of Its being the cry of 'War on war' 
It ls our own." As long as we arm only 
against Russia, we a.re fighting for the real 
enemy and against ourselves. We are fight
ing to release the monster !n our own soul, 
which will destroy the world. We r.re fight
ing !or the demon who strives to reassert his 
power over mankind. We have got to arm 
not against Russia. but against war. Not 
only against war, but against hatred. 
Against 11es. Age.inst Injustice. Age.Inst 
greed. Age.Inst every mantftestatlon of these 
things, wherever they ma.y be found, and 
above a.11 In ourselves. 

Yet a.t the same time we must not Ignore 
the spiritual borderline that separates the 
nations of the West, with their Christian 
background, from the ofilclally atheistic 
Communist .bloc. We must a.void two ex
tremes: seeing all good on our side a.nd all 
evil on their side, or, on the contrary, dis
missing both sides a.s totally evil. The fact 
remains that although the Communists have 
el(J>llCitly rejected the Christian ethical 
tradition, there may still remain in Commu
nist-dominated countries strong surviving 
elements of that tradition. And al1'hough we 
llf the West appeal to the Christian tradition 
In favor of our own cause, and do this quite 
legitimately, yet nevertheless there are ma
ter!astic a.nd a.theistic elements at work 
among us just a.s powerful and just as de
structive of our tradition as the materialism 
a.nd athelsm of the official Communist ideol
ogy. 

THE PRESSURE CROUPS 
on both sides there are powerful and 

fanatical pressures groups dominated by 
their poli tical obsessions, who drive towards 
nuclear wa.r. On both sides the vast majority 
des.ire nothing but peace. The extremists on 
both sides are very much alike, though they 
regard one another as opposites. The 
moderates on both sides also have very much 
In common. One sometimes wonders 1! the 
real dividing line ls not to be drawn between 
the fanatics (whether Ru.sslan or American) 
and the moderate, ordinary people of both 
sides. 
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In any case the policy makers and prop

agandists are tending more and more In the 
direction Of what they call "realism": that 
Is to say an all-out nuclear strike involving 
the mass destruction o! civilians. In effect, 
the extreme bellicosity which leads each of 
the great power blocs to depend more and 
more on the threat o! a pre-emptive attack, 
with no limit to the megatonlc Impact of the 
nuclear weapons and no discrimination be
tween civil and mllltary objectives, Is equally 
l=oral on both sides, equally Inhuman and 
Incompatible with Christian ethics. 

In this restricted sense It may Indeed be 
possible to find the same demonic evil at 
work, perhaps In different degrees, on both 
sides. Once one adopts the policy or nuclear 
"realism" which Is purely and simply a policy 
of annihilation, then one abandons the moral 
advantage of fighting !or freedom, justice and 
democracy. None o! these values Is likely to 
survive an all-out nuclear war. Even I! one 
nation manages to win such a war, the con
ditions will be such that social, moral and 
spiritual values with which we are familiar, 
and which we should certainly be prepared 
to defend with our lives, wlll no longer be 
recognizable In the moral debacle. Such at 
least Is the belle! o! Pope Plus xn and o! 
John xxm. 

The conclusion Is, then, that we must 
defend freedom and sanity against the belli
cose fanaticism of all warmakers, whethi;r 
"ours" or "theirs" and that we must strive 
to do so not with force but with the 
spiritual weapons of Christian prayer and 
action. But this action must be at once non
violent and decisive. Good Intentions and 
fond hopes are not enough. 

PROBLEM IS DEEPER 

The present world crisis Is not merely a 
poll ti cal and economic confilct. It goes 
deeper than Ideologies. It Is a crisis of man's 
spirit. It Is a great religious and moral up
heaval of the human race, and we do not 
really know hal! the causes o! this upheaval. 
We cannot pretend to have a full under
standing o! what ls going on In ourselves 
and In our society. That Is why our desper
ate hunger !or clear and definite solutions 
sometimes leads us into temptation. We 
oversimplify. We seek the cause of evil and 
find It here or there In a particular nation, 
class, race, Ideology, system. And we dis
charge upon this scapegoat all the virulent 
force o! our hatred, compounded with fear 
and anguish striving to rid ourselves o! our 
fear by destroying the object we have arbi
trarily singled out as the embodiment of all 
evil. Far from curing us, this Is only another 
paroxysm which aggravates our sickness. 

The moral evil In the world Is due to man's 
alienation from the d eepest truth, from the 
springs of spiritual life within himself, to 
his alienation from God. Those who realize 
this, try desperately to persuade and en
lighten their brothers. But we are In a 
radically different position from the first 
Christians, who revolutionized an essentially 
religious worig, of paganism with the message 
of a new religion that had never been heard 
of. 

We on the contrary II ve In an Irreligious 
world In which the Christian message has 
been repeated over and over until It has come 
to seem empty of all Intelligible content to 
those whose ears close to the word of God 
even before It Is uttered. In their minds 
Christianity Is no longer Identified with new
ness and change, but only with the static 
preservation of outworn structures. Doubt
less Christians themselves have helped to 
create this unfortunate Impression. 

THE CLOSED MIND 

This should teach us that though the 
words of the Gospel still objectively retain 
all the force and freshness of their original 
life, It Is not enough now for us to make them 
known and clarify them. It Is not enough 
to announce the famlllar message that no 

longer seems to be news. Not enough to 
teach, to explain, convince. Now, above all, 
it Is the time to embody Christian truth In 
action even more than In words. No matter 
how lucid, how persuasive, how logical, how 
profound our theological and spiritual state
ments may be, they are often wasted on any
one who does not already think as we do. 
That Is why the serene and almost classic 
sanity of moralists exposing the traditional 
teaching of Christian theologians on the 
"just war" Is almost a total loss In the gen
eral clamor and confusion of half-truths, 
lJropagancla slogans, and pernicious c!lches. 
Who w1ll llsten and agree, except another 
professional theologian? What influence 
can such statements have in preserving 
sanity, clear and logical though they may be? 

THE PRESENT NEED 

What is needed now Is the Christian who 
manifests the truth of the Gospel In social 
action, with or without explanation. The 
more clearly his life znanlfests the teaching 
of Christ, the more salutary will it be. Clear 
and decisive Christian action explains itself, 
and teaches in a way that words never can. 

What Is wanted now ls therefore not sim
ply the Christian who takes an Inner com
placency in the words and example of Christ, 
but who seeks to follow Christ perfectly, not 
only in his own personal life, not only In 
prayer and penance, but also in his political 
co=itments a.nd In all his social respon
sibilities. The Christian conscience can 
hardly be at peace with a minimalist ethic 
which justifies and permits as much as pos
sible of force and terror, In international 
polltlcs and in war, instead of struggling In 
every way to restrain force and bring into 
being a positive international authority 
which can effectively prevent war and pro
mote peace. 

We are at a point of momentous choice. 
Either our frenzy of desperation wUJ lead to 
desructlon of our patient loyalty to truth 
to God and to our feJJow man will enable 
us to perform the patient, heroic task of 
building a world that will thrive In unity 
and peace. At this point, Christian action 
will be decisive. That is why lt Is supremely 
Important for us to keep our heads and re
fuse to be carried away by the wild projects 
of fanatics who seek an overslmpllfied and 
Immediate solution by means of inhuman 
violence. 

Christians have got to speak by their ac
tions. Their political action must not be 
confined to the privacy of the polling booth. 
It must be clear and manifest to everybody. 
It must speak loudly and plainly the Chris
tian truth, and It must be prepared to de
fend that truth with sacrifice, accepting 
misunderstanding, injustice, calumny, and 
even Imprisonment or death. It Is crucially 
Important for Christians today to adopt a 
genuinely Christian position and support it 
with everything they have got. This means 
an unremitting fight for justice ln every 
sphere-in labor, in race relations, in the 
"third world" and above all in international 
affairs. 

This means (to adopt a current military 
c!lche) closing the gap between our interior 
Intentions and our exterior acts. Our social 
actions must conform to our deepest reli
gious principles. Beliefs and politics can no 
longer be kept Isolated from one another. It 
Is no longer possible for us to be content 
with abstract and bidden acts of "purity of 
Intention" which do nothing to make our 
outward actions different from those of 
atheists or agnostics. 

Nor can we be content to make our high
est ideal the preservation of a minimum of 
ethical rectitude prescribed by natural Jaw. 
Too often the nobility and grandeur of 
natural Jaw have been debased and deformed 
by the manipulation of theories until 
natural law has become Indistinguishable 
from the law o! the jungle, which is no Jaw 
at all. Hence those who complacently pre-

scribe the duty of national defense on the 
basis of "natural Jaw" often forget entirely 
the norms a! justice and humanity without 
which no war can be permitted. Without 
those norms, natural Jaw becomes mere 
jungle Jaw, that ls to say crime. 

The Popes have repeatedly pleaded with 
Christian people to show themselves in all 
things disciples of Christ the Prince of Peace, 
and to embody ln their lives their faith in 
His teachings. "All His teaching Is an In
vitation to peace," says Pope John XXlll ln 
the 1961 Christmas message. Deploring the 
ever-Increasing selfishness, hardness of heart, 
cynicism and callousness of mankind, as war 
becomes once again more and more im.mi
nen t, Pope John says that Christian good
ness and charity must permeate all the activ
ity, whether personal or social of every Chris
tian. The pontiff quotes St. Leo the Great 
In a passage which contrasts natural ethics 
with the nonviolent ethic of the Gospel: 

"To commit injustice and to make repara
tion-this Is the prudence of the world. On 
the contrary, not to render evil for evil, is 
the virtuous expression of Christian forgive
ness." These words, embodying the wisdom 
of the church and the heart of her moral 
teaching, are heard without attention and 
complacently dismissed even by Cathol!cs. 

CHRISTIANITY IS ALSO FOR NATIONS 

Too often, In practice, we tend to assume 
that the teaching or Christian forgiveness 
and meekness applies only to the individual, 
not to nations or collectivities. The state 
can go to war and exert every form of violent 
force, while the individual expresses his 
Christian meekness by shouldering his gun 
without resistance and obeying the co=and 
to go out and kill. This Is not Pope John's 
Idea at all. He utters a solemn warning to 
rulers of nations: "With the authority we 
have received from Jesus Christ we say: Shun 
all thought of force; think of the tragedy of 
inltlatlng a chain reaction of acts, decisions 
and resentments which could erupt Into rash 
and Irreparable deeds. You have received 
great powers not to destroy but to build, not 
to divide but to unite, not to cause tears 
to be shed but to provide employment and 
security." 

Christian action Is based on the Christian 
conscience, and conscience has to be in
formed by moral truth. What a.re the moral 
options open to the Catbollc In regard to 
nuclear war? This has seldom been made 
clear, and lt Is tragic to observe that many 
Catholics are In a state of Ignorance and 
confusion on some very Important points. 
The vague statement that "a Cathollc can
not be a pacifist" Is taken In much too 
sweeping and absolute a sense. Actually It 
Is true that in the Christian message of 1956 
Pope Pius XII reminded the faithful of their 
duty to face the "unpleasant reality • • • 
of an enemy determined to Impose on all 
people, In one way or another, a special and 
Intolerable way of llfe." Referring to violent 
tactics used by co=unism. Including atomic 
black.mail and the ruthless suppression of 
resistance In weaker nations, the Pope said 
that these tactics would have to be resisted. 
Plus XII clearly had the recent Hungarian 
uprising in mind when he declared that 
Christians might have the right and the 
duty to resist oppression by force If no other 
means were avaifable or effectl\·e. 

Hence he said that in the case of extreme 
danger a legitimately constituted govern
ment, after every effort to avoid war has been 
expended In vain might lawfulJy wage a war 
of self-defense against unjust attack. The 
Pope laid down many clear conditions for 
the legitimacy of such a war. It would have 
to be strictly a war of defense, against evi
dently unjust attack. All efforts at keeping 
peace must have been unavailing. Legiti
mate means of defense must be used. There 
must be hope of effectl\"e self-defense and ot 
a favorable outcome. In view of such a sit
uation, If the nation takes defensive pre-
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cautions with legitimate instruments of in
ternal and external policy, then the citizen 
would have an obllgation to serve the na
tion 1n Its defense effort. Ho could not ap
peal to his conscience to refU.se military 
service imposed by law. A t the same time 
the Pope deplored the necessity Of such laws 
and pointed to "general disarmament as an 
effective remedy." 

Without commenting ln detail on this 
statement of Pius XII, two things must be 
stressed : First that the Pope is not setting 
aside the Christian conscience in matters 
of war. The Christian remains obliged 1n 
conscience to weigh the matters seriously and 
to consider whether or not the conditions 
laid down are 1n fact fulfilled. In the case 
of allout nuclear war, there exists a seri
ous problem as to whether or not the "means" 
may be considered legitimate, either in them
selves or 1n the manner in which they are 
obviously to be used. 

THE CHRISTIAN CONSCIENCE 

Far from dismissing or slighting the In
dividual conscience ln this matter, the Pope 
says Immediately that "there are occasions in 
the Jives of nations when only recourse to 
higher pr1nciples can establish clearly the 
boundaries between right and wrong." He 
adds: "It is therefore consoling that in some 
countries, amid today's debates, men a re 
talking about conscience and Its demands." 

It must therefore clearly be stated that the 
measured and clearly qualified terms in which 
Plus XII admitted that there could still be 
a just war, at least (so the context seexns to 
suggest) with conventional weapons. this did 
not mean that "Ule government purely and 
simply had the last word and that Christian 
conscience was no longer to be consulted . 
He was not prescribing blind obedience to 
any government in any situation in which 
the power struggle might dictate war by any 
methods as the expedient thlng. 

Note also that the obligation is not strict
ly to fight and to kill but to serve the coun
try in some capacity, accord1ng t.o its laws. 
Hence the Catholic who feels that In con
science he ought to choose the more perfect 
way of avoiding bloodshed and serving In 
the ambulance corps or in some other non
combatant capacity retains the r ight to fol
low his conscience In this matter, and In
deed ought to follow It. And his requests 
ought to be respected. 

But do these distinctions apply In an all
out nuclear war? 

One other remark made by Plus XII In 
the same address Is very important. He de
votes several paragraphs to the problem of 
discerning accurately when peace is and is 
not really threatened, when there ls and 1s 
not a serious emergency, and how the cal
culated threats and recriminations of power 
polltlclans are really to be Interpreted. This 
gravely affects the whole question of that 
"extreme danger" which makes defensive 
measures urgent and obligatory. 

In conclusion, we must not forget that 
Pope XII's a!llnnatlon that a just war could 
stlll be possible and that the Christian might 
be bound to serve In It, must always be seen 
against the background of his Insistence 
upon general disarmament and the policy of 
peace. He expllcltly states In this message 
that It Is not "abandoning that mission ot 
peace which flows from our apostolic office," 
still less "calling Christendom to a crusade." 

Clearly we cannot assert that a Catholic ls 
bound tn conscience to accept passively every 
form of war and mll1tary force that his gov
ernment may decide to use against an ene
my. According to this view, a goOd Christian 
is one who shrinks from no work of violent 
destruction commanded by the state ln war. 
How far that would be from the primitive 
Idea that the good Christian normally re
fused mllttary service and suffered violence 
in himself rather than inflicting It on others. 

Such a misconception could lead to the aw
ful conclusion that a Cathollc commanded 
by a new Hitler to operate the fUrnaces ot 
another Dachau would be "only doing his 
duty" If he obeyed. The noble ChriBtlan 
concept of duty and sacrifice must not be 
debased to the point where the Christian be
comes the passive and servile instrument 
of inhuman governments. 

In brief : A Cathollc Is permitted to hold 
the following views of nuclear war. 

(a) Many sound theologians have taught 
that the traditional conditions of a just war 
cannot be fully realized today and that, as 
Pope Plus XII himself said "the theory of 
war as an apt and proportionate means of 
solving international confilcts ls now out of 
date." In practice, what has been called 
" relative pacificlsm" can very certainly be 
held and is held by many Cathollcs. With
out rejecting the traditional teaching that a 
"just war" can theoretically be possible un
der certain well-defined conditions, this view 
holds that nuclear war ls by Its very nature 
beyond the llmits of the tradltional doc
trine. This ls supported by very clear state
ments of Cardinal Ottaviant and Pope Pius 
XII. Hence, though it ls not the definitive 
"teaching of the church" It ls certainly not 
only a tenable doctrine but seems to be the 
soundest and most traditional opinion. 

(b) Though absolute pacUlc!.sm In a com
pletely unqua!Uled form has been reproved, 
nevertheless today the pacifist standpoint 
pure and simple tends In practice to rejoin 
the above view, since a Catholic can be a 
pacifist In a particular case when there are 
very serious reasons for believing that even 
a limited war may be unjust, or may "esca
late" to proportions which violate justice. It 
Is to be noted that when a war is evidently 
unjust a Cathollc not only may refuse to 
serve but he ls morally obligated to refuse to 
participate In It. 

(c) Catholic tradition bas always admitted 
the legality of a defensive war where there ls 
a Just cause, right intention, and u se of the 
right means. It ls argued that a llmited 
nuclear war for detenslve purposes can fulfill 
the requirements o! a just war, and that 
therefore It Is right and just to possess stock
piles of nuclear weapons and to threaten 
retaliation for a nuclear attack. This may 
be and ls held by many Catholics, and It ls 
probably the majority opinion among Cath
olics In the United States. But It can be said 
that this position, whlle specious and rea
sonable In theory, becomes very dangerous 
when we consider the actual facts. All 
theologians agree that the unrestricted use 
o! nuclear weapons for the simple purpose of 
annihilation of clv1llan centers ls completely 
immoral. It ls nothing but murder and Is 
never permitted, any more than a nuclear 
preemptive strike on clvlllan centers would 
be permitted by Christian ethics. 

Could a preemptive attack on the military 
installations ot the enemy be admitted as a 
"just" defensive measure? To do so would 
seem very rash In view of the disastrous con
sequences of the retaliatory war that would 
Inevitably be unleashed, and would 
inevitably entall the total mass destruction 
of great centers of population. The state
ment quoted above from Pope John XXIII, 
whUe not formerly declaring such an action 
intrinsically evti, ls a solemn warning not 
to Initiate, by any form of aggression, a 
chain of a.cts of war and violence. While it 
may be all very well for theologians to theo
rize about a limited nuclear war, It 1s all too 
clear that the game of nuclear deterrence 
uses the cities of the enemy as hostages, and 
that the pollcles of the two great power blocs 
a re frankly built on the threat o! an all-out 
war of ann.l.bUatlon. 

In such a situation our Christian duty Is 
clear. Though no Catholic Is formally 
obliged to adhere to a policy of immediate 
nuclear disarmament, whether multUateral 

or unilateral, he ls certainly obliged to do 
everything he can, in his own situation, to 
work for peace. It 1s dlftlcult to see bow 
one can work for peace without ultimately 
seeking disarmament. If he bolds one of 
the above opinions which are tenable he be
comes obliged to a course of action wh.lch 
promotes peace according to bis view. 

It would, however, be a serious mistake to 
limit Christian obligations in the present 
crisis to a course of action that does not 
confitct with sound moral principles. The 
problem Is deeper. What is needed ls a deeply 
Christian social action that will have the 
power to renew society because It springs 
from the Inner renewal of the Christian and 
of his church. 

THE REAL PROBLEM 

The real problem of our time ls basically 
spiritual. One important aspect of this 
problem ls the fact that In so many Cl;lrls
tians, the Christian conscience seems to 
function only as a rudimentary vestigial fac
ulty, robbed of !ts vigor and Incapable of 
attaining Its full purpose: a llfe transformed 
In the charity of Christ. 

The mature moral conscience Is one that 
derives !ts strength and !ts light not from 
exten1al directives alone but above all from 
an Inner spiritual connaturallty with the 
deepest values of nature and of grace. Such 
a conscience 1s rooted and grounded in 
human compassion and in the charity of 
Christ. The moot Important thing for us 
all to do (and this ls a spiritual task which 
1s essen tlal to Christian renewal) ls to re
cover this hidden "ground" in which sound 
spiritual judgment and fruitful action can 
grow abundantly. 

But the great danger of our cold war ob
sessions Is their dreadful capacity to sterllize 
that inner "ground" and make 1t utterly 
frul tless. When this happens we tend to 
judge by a connaturallty with violence, and 
not with love. Constantly exposed to dread, 
to anguish, to a strange force which menaces 
our security and our attachment to an effiu
ent society with Its privlleges and all !ts 
.soothing Irresponsibilities and comforts, we 
come to feel that menace as a spiritual fact . 
Insofar as our existence 1s at stake, and the 
structure of our religious beliefs and prac
tices is at stake along with it, we experience 
the threat of communism and of war as a 
kind of ultimate spiritual test. We have to 
face it with a r adical decision, with a self
commitment analogous in some respects to 
martyrdom. Indeed there Is no question 
that we may have to be, in actual fact, 
martyrs. 

True, there ls a fateful element ot am
biguity even tn the promise that our death 
at the hands of a persecutor can rate as mar
tyrdom. Are we to die because we are Chris
tians or because we are bourgeois? It does 
make a difference. But at any rate, the 
possibility o! destruction or at least of perse
cution by a ruthless and clever enemy. whose 
power and success we are n ever allowed to 
forget. begets intolerable anguish. This an
guish. shared with others like ourselves, 
mounting into Indignation and resentment 
produces a kind of spurious exaltation. The 
wlll to resist by any av!'llable means, and 
without concern even for the most disastrous 
possible miscarriage of our hopes, then ap
pears to us as bravery. We allow our des
peration and our hatred to swallow up our 
moral Judgment, because we feel like cru
saders. The enthusiasm we are able to feel, 
from time to time, when we reflect on the 
!rightful power of our weapons, may also 
assume a decidedly noxious psuedorellglous 
quallty. 

Yet all this proceeds from an Inner ground 
of false spirltuaUty, of debased and brain
washed enthusiasm. Like the disciples who 
wanted to call down fire upon the city of the 
Samaritans, we do not reallze by what spirit 
we are Inspired. Unfortunately this cold war 
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mentality not only blinds us to true Chris
tian values but makes all our judgments 
spring from this ground of sterU!ty and 
frustration in which the best seed can only 
die and In which the weeds of hatred and 
Incipient fascism, (or communism for that 
m atter) very easily flourish. 

It is therefore above all vitally necessary 
to cultivate an inner ground of deep faith 
and purity of conscience, which cannot exist 
without true sacrifice. Genuine Christian 
action has, in fact, to be based on a complete 
sacrificial offering of our self and our life, in 
the service of truth. Short of this, we cannot 
attain sufficient detachment from our own 
selfish interests and from the peripheral con
cerns of a wealthy, spiritually indolent 
society. Without this detachment we cannot 
possibly see nuclear war as it really ls, and 
we will consequently betray Christ and his 
church, in the mistaken conviction that In 
defending our wealth we are defending 
Christian truth. 

The Catholic, who believes, as the Popes 
themselves seem quite clearly to believe, that 
a nuclear war will most probably be a com
pletely unjust war because its destructive 
effects cannot be controlled, and that it ls in 
any case umeasonable and totally undesir
able, will be obliged to base his political 
activity on- the conviction that war must be 
prevented here and now, and that we must 
try as best we can to work for its eventual 
abolition. 

There are many reasons to believe that the 
social action of someone like Dorothy Day, 
w'ho ls w!lllng to refuse cooperation even in 
civil defense drills and ready to go to jail for 
her belief in peace, ls far more significantly 
Christian than the rather subtle and comfy 
positfons of certain casuists. When I con
sider that Dorothy Day was confined to a jail 
cell in nothing but a light wrap (her clothes 
having been taken from her) and that she 
could only get to mass and communion in 
the prison by dressing in clothes borrowed 
from prostitutes and thieves in the nelghbOr
ing cells, then I lose all lncllnatlon to take 
seriously the self-complacent nonsense of 
those who consider her kind of pacifism 
sentimental. 

AUGUST 6, 1964. 
Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
U .S. Senator from Oregon. 

HoNOl\ABLE Sm: It was my privilege to hear 
and see you on television yesterday. Also an 
article in New York World Telegram. I am 
with you 100 percent. I am 76 years old. 
Still active in plumbing business. Consists 
of 80 to 100 men. Was founder of Woodrow 
Wilson Independent League, 1916, in Bergen 
County. A great admirer of Stevenson, our 
Ambassador to United Nations. But don't 
agree with him on Vietnam policies. So far 
can't see President Eisenhower policy-I have 
been in 27 countries including Russia. Speak 
Czech, German, Polish. Born in Brooklyn, 
1888-76 years young. During World War I 
slept with Chinese. They crawled In my bed 
in Brooklyn Navy Yard. I somehow got 
along with them. We made one mistake. 
Should have them in United Nations. To me 
the French got out. We should have stayed 
out. I was taken a prisoner in 1938 as a 
spy. In New·emberg, Germany, by Hitler's 
men. A long story. Been in Czech08lovakla 
four times, last time after 25 years-in 1961. 
I was a member of selective service. If you 
meet the U.S. Senator, RoMAN HRusKA, of 
Nebraska. Know him 8 years. We gained 
nothing in Korea-but lost-thousands of 
your men and cripples. We will do the same 
!n Vietnam and get chased out as did the 
French. I knew Masaryk, Benes person
ally for years. Admirer of Anthony Eden. 
Wrote to him o!ien. Been !n England. The 
majority is not always right. I 'd rather be 
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like Woodrow Wllson-our great late Presi
dent John :P. Kennedy. 

You will excuse my ·long letter. Hope you 
can read it. Really have one good eye, got 
other damaged in explosion. 

Wishing you and your famlly and your 
journey through life success and health. 

Sincerely, 
WILLIAM ZABR.ANSKY, Jr . 

P .S.-Enclosed are news clipping that may 
interest you. I wrote Senator F'uLBRIGHT 
some time ago. 

AUGUST 8, 1964. 
Hon. Senator WAYNE MORSE. 

DEAR Sm: After reading your speech on 
South Vietnam, I bad an overwhelmi;ig de
sire to tell you how much I respect and ad
mire your opinion and your courage. 

According to the newspapers, Congress and 
the "Free World" are favorably impressed 
with President Johnson's decision. Their 
opinion is that it was "justified retallation." 

Be it as it may, only you, my dear Senator, 
had the courage of being a nonconformist. 

Progress and discoveries that changed the 
dogmatic believers came about from people 
like yourself. 

They stood alone againGt world opinion, 
defending their unpopular ideas, disregard
ing their safety and comfort. 

These men showed us the way to progress 
and freedom. · 

We may recall President Johnson's phrase 
from his state of the Union message: "There 
is strength in unity in a world made safe 
for diversity." We owe you our profound 
gra;titude. Our faith in democracy is much 
stronger, thanks to you. 

Respectfully yours, 

Los ANGELES, CALIF. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

EVA SOLTZER. 

DAYTON, OHIO, 
August 7, 1964. 

DEAR FRIEND : Thank you so much for your 
e!Iorts in opposing further involvement in 
Vietnam. I recently attended (in June) a 
State Department briefing in Cleveland, and 
I am convinced that the American people 
are being brainwashed . It is tragic indeed 
to see the administration take actions which 
may spread the war. 

I have read Robert Trumbull of the New 
York Times analysis, have also seen David 
Arnold, formerly of USIS, and talked to 
several Asians about the situation. All agree 
that there is a civil war-contrary to U.S. 
propaganda--tha.t we cannot win a strug
gle for men's minds by mllltary efforts, and 
that we are wrong. 

I feel that ethically and morally we are 
embarked on a wrong co\Jrse of action, but 
a Mr. Sullivan !n the State Department who 
seems to be the chief architect. ls convinced 
otherwise. He ls backed by W. W. Rostow. 
who could well be removed from Govern
ment. 

Thank you again, and I do hope you will 
continue to speak out. 

Sincerely, 
MATT H. THOMSON. 

LA MmADA, CALIF., 
August 9, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C . 

HONOR.lBLE Sm: In these trying times I 
want to congratulate you on your attitude 
in regards to the Vietnam holocaust. 

Your voice seems to be the only one prin
cipally dedicated toward lessening tensions, 
not increasing them. 

I certainly agree that the United Nations 

ls the only peace !or disputes to be worked 
out effectively. A shooting war of today 
cannot be considered as a st.opping point. 
It could lead us to annihilation in nuclear 
warfare. 

Again , thank you !or speaking out in favor 
o! negotiations. 

Mrs. P. STEELE, 
A Mother of Three Boys. 

PETALUMA, CALIF., 
August 7, 1964. 

Senator .WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MoasE: We wish to express 
our support for your opposition to President 
Johnson's resolution allowing the President 
to_get our country into war without declar
ing war and without the approval- o! the 
Congress. 

We appreciate your support for our con
stitutional rights and wish there were more 
people like you, with your courage and in
tegrity, in the Senate. 

Sincerely, 
MARY MCCHESNEY. 
RoBERT McCHESNl;Y. 
BYO.ON RANDALL. 

MALAGA, N . MEx., 
August 8, 1964. 

DEAR SE:WATOR MORSE: The people listen to 
your words on South Vietnam. 

But they can't believe that we've shelled 
out $l'h m.1lllon per day over there for how 
long? 

So, sir, wm you please repeat this every 
time you speak and see that news media 
prints it in all papers. 

I can't understand our sudden patriotlt.: 
gunshots. Anyone and everyone o! those 
boys murdered In South Vietnam were the 
flag of our country. A ship is a ship is a 
ship, but humans come first. 

God bless you. 

Hon. WAYNE L . MORSE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

Mrs. EsTELLE B . Cox. 

BROOKLYN, N.Y., 
August 7, 1964. 

MY DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Once again I 
would like to thank you for your continued 
quest for sanity In our Asian policy. For to 
th08e who do not know any o! the history or 
the Vietnam war and of our pMt actions, the 
recent attacks on our desbroyers seem more 
aggressive than they really are. 

History will show the stupidity and sense
lessness of the American participation in 
Vietnam-though it can never bring back 
the 260 Americans who have died for no 
reason. 

Daniel Webster once said that "Whatever 
government is not a government of laws ls a 
despotism, let it be called what it may." In 
today's shrunken world Ml.ls should be 
amended to read "Whatever world ls not a 
world of laws ls a despotism, let 1t be called 
what it may." 

I have enclosed letters that I sent to Sen
ators Javlts and K:eatlng and President 
Johnson and an editorial of Friday, August 
7, 1964, from the New York Post, wb.ich 
favors a solution on the lines JOuggested by 
both you and the great Senator !rom 
Alaska-ERNEST GRUENING. 

Senator MORSE, tt ls about time the Sen
ate and the country listens to peacemakers, 
Instead of warmakers, so again. please con
tinue to speak out against our reckless ac
tions In Asia. 

Sincerely, 
NEIL M . HORWITZ. 
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BROOKLYN, N .Y . 

The Honorable LTNl>OM B. J oBNSON, 
T h-e Whfk B&rUe.. 
Waah.ingtOI&, D.C. 

MY Dz.u M&. Plr.Esml!:NT: I am shocked d 
the needles8 and sense!- show of force tba.1; 
you ordered a t North Vietnam.. When. how
ever, It Is examined aa a part of our total 
policy toward southeast Asia it then :flt.a In. 

Might Is never righ t 1n itself. After our 
destroyers were attacked and they d efended 
themselves the fighting should have ended . 
We need not and should not have played 
their game and fell to their level by the 
bombing of North Vietnamese bases. This 
1s aggression. When we 1nd!.scr1mlnately 
bomb North and South Vietnamese and 
Cambodian hamlets can we not but expect 
these desperate people to attempt some
thlng--even something as stupid as attack
ing our destroyers? 

Our participation in the Vietnamese civil 
war ls lllegal, immoral , and just plain stupid. 
If we are basing our entry on the SEATO 
treaty then where are the Thal, Pakistanis, 
New Zealanders, Australians, all,d Flllplnos? 
They are sitting home watching us m ake a 
fool of ourselves as the French did in 1954. 

If our entry ls based on the Geneva ac
cords, which neither we nor South Vietnam 
signed, where are the other signatory nations 
and why have we not used this agreement to 
call for a new conference? Because we 
would be found to be violating the treaty as 
would Red China, North Vietnam, a nd South 
Vietnam. If our entry is based upon our 
Constitution where 1s the declaration of 
war? For it ls a war. Two hundred and 
sixty Americans have already been murdered 
and 10 times that ma7 soon follow. 

Let me rem.ind you of the United Nations 
Charter. Article 33, section 1 says that "The 
parties to any dispute, the continuance of 
whicl1 Is likely to endanger the maintenance 
of international peace and security, shall, 
first of all, seek a solution by negotiation, 
inquiry, mediation, conclllatlon, arbitration, 
judicial settlement, resort to regional agen
cies or arrangements, or o ther peaceful 
means of their own choice." This we have 
not done. surely we cannot say that inter- · 
national peace and security have not been 
endangered. Article 37, section 1 says that 
"Should the parties to a dispute of the nature 
referred to in article 33 fail to settle it by 
the means indicated in that article, they 
shall refer it to the Security Council." This , 
too, we have not done. There 1s no reason 
for this neglect. 

Once again, as w1th the test-ban treaty, we 
have the chance to take another step toward 
peace. Let us take it. Let us bring the 
Vietnamese civil war before the United Na
tions, late as it Is and show the world that 
we do not believe that might makes right. 
Let us plead our case before the United Na
tions and not in the batt lefield. Let us do 
this because It is the right thing to do. Let 
us put Russia on the spot and force them 
toward peace not war. Let us force Ru.ssia 
to side against war and give them the chance 
to put their words of peace into deeds. And 
if the United Nations proves incapable of 
taking command we will stlll have our troops 
in Vietnam ready to continue "forever" with, 
at least. the knowledge that we tried. But 1! 
the United Nations takes command as it did 
in the Congo, in the Middle Ea.st, and in 
Cyprus then we wlll have earned the grati
tude of the world and a world of law and of 
peace would be that much closer. This we 
owe ourselves and all of mankind. This we 
must do. 

Sincerely. 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
Wasl1ington, D.O. 

NEIL M. HORWITZ. 

SHREVEPORT, LA., 
A-u.gust 7, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR: I have read in the press 
that you have voted against that insane war 

in Vietnam and I hasten to congratulate 
you f or your courage and integrity. 

Vietnam, South a.nd North, aa well as 
Laos and Cambodia, which once was called 
F rench Indochin a, Is n ot worth the life of 
one American soldier. The only solution of 
that mess in South Vietnam (In which mess 
plunged us the insane foreign policy of the 
late J ohn Foster Dulles) Is to heed the ad
vice of the French President de Gaulle and 
to d eclare South Vietnam, Laos, and Cam
bodia neutral after an international agree
ment, to save race and to get out of South 
Vietnam. 

I believe the majority o! the American 
people are against that insane and infamous 
war In South Vietnam and they do not want 
another Korea . 

This Insane policy of the Johnson ad
ministration to escalate the war to North 
Vietnam will plunge us to the third world 
war and in this nuclear age, destroy all of 
us , probably the whole human race. 

In this terrible nuclear age, anyone who 
thinks about war is either ignorant or out 
of his mind. 

I hope sanity to prevail and to avoid an
other Korea, a nd you are the man who 
thinks right about this dirty war, and all of 
us who believe In peace, we are grateful 
to you, Senator. 

Hoping you success in your noble efforts 
for peace in southeast Asia, I remain, 

Very truly yours . 

Sellator MORSE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D .C. 

GEORGE T . PAPPAS. 

A1tgust 5, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MoRse: Please permit me to 
congratulate you on your manly stand on 
our present crisis In Asia. This affair looks 
very much like the Bay of Pigs in 1961. 
Please be assured that you are not alone In 
your demand that we should get out of Asia 
at once. 

Very truly yours, 
WrLLtllM S. MILSON, 

SAN BERNARDINO, CALIF. 

SHARON CENTER, Owo, 
August 7, 1964. 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
Washington, D .C. 

SENATOR MORSE : We are with you all the 
way in your opposition to the. current policy 
in Vietnam. 

Sincerely, 
W. W. JOHNSON. 
Miss ALICE JoHNSON. 

PENNSAUKEN, N.J ., 
August 7, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: All accounts of the 
trouble In the shooting affair in southeast 
indicates that our ships were attacked by 
PT boats. You have publicly stated that 
"Our forces are at fault ." We provoked the 
attacks. We have been provoking this at
tack for the past 10 years. You are a U.S. 
Senator. I respect all opinions of our states
men. You are In the United States. The 
shooting occurred in a far away place. How 
did you know so quickly that we were at 
fault . What ls the source of your informa
tion. Why is this information not available 
to me. Please give me some facts to sub
stantiate your claims. 

Respectfully , 

The PRESIDENT, 
The White House, 
Washington, D .O. 

M. GLICKMAN. 

BERKELEY, CALJli'., 
Au.gust 7, 1964. 

DEAR Ma. PRESIDENT: We believe that our 
presence In Vietnam up to now has been 
both dangerous and lmmoral: Dangerous be
cause, as graphically Illustrated by the cur
rent crisis, our participation In the fighting 

has represented a continuing threat to world 
peace; immoral because we have supported, 
u sing brutal and inhumane means, a gov
ernment which Is not representative of the 
people of Vietnam, and which has Invariably 
acted against their welfare . 

We therefore urge that all efforts be made 
to settle the crisis by negotiation , the only 
acceptable means of settling international 
d isputes in this thermonuclear age; and that 
J,l lans be made to hold a general election un
der the terms of the 1954 Geneva agreement. 

Sincerely, 
ALAN REIN. 
MARY REIN. 
FRANK BANCROFT. 

Coples to W. MORSE, T . KUCHEL, E . GRUEN· 
ING, P . SALINGER. 

AUGUST 6, 1964. 
DEAR SENATOR MoRs.E: What would we 

Americans do without an honest, courageous 
man like you that speaks the truth no mat
ter how unpopular it mlght be? 

Keep speaking up on the southeast Asian 
situation. 

Sincerely, 
Mrs. LLOYD S. WOLF. 

DEAR SENATOR: Bravo. Keep it up. Some
one must keep expressing reality in this 
country. 

Sincerely, 
PERRY M. STURGES. 

ASHLAND, MASS., 
August 7, 1964. 

President LYNDON B . J OHNSON. 
The White House, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR MR. PRESIDENT : For days I have been 
deeply worried about your aggressive "self. 
defense" policy in the Gulf of Tonkin, but 
have only expressed my opinion once since 
that was the only time it was solicited. This 
morning, while I was shaving, I heard a West
inghouse Broadcasting network newscast 
quo.ting Bostonians interviewed on the street, 
In their attitudes toward your policy. Unani
mously, the voices sounded Indignation over 
the North Vietnam PT boat actions, and com
plete support of your policy. The most 
negative comment, from among at least a 
dozen, was "What else can we do?" 

Though I was Incredulous to find myself so 
alone in my own country, and in my own 
part of the country, I decided not to be cyni
cal and suspect the network of having chosen 
only comments supporting the defensive ac
tion. Instead I quietly accepted the fact that 
there must be something awfully wrong with 
my view of the world. I was momentarlly 
jolted from this notion on my subway ride 
to work by comments In the New York Times 
to the effect that much world opinion-ad
mittedly neutralist or Communist-was op
posed to your action. But, on second thought 
I could derive little consolation !rom this 
since all It left me with were st1spicions that 
I am a poor American, who could only find 
bedfellows In foreign and nonallled lands. 
My debate with myself was at an end. I 
thought. 

Then . when I stepped out for lunch, I came 
suddenly upon a completely silent, very Im
pressive demonstration by about 10 persons, 
including clergymen, who stood stock stlll 
holding h and-lettered posters to the effect 
that our current policy In the Gulf of Tonkin 
ls very d angerous, and urging any who agreed 
with this position to let you know. It sud
denly d awned on me that you would want to • 
know of people like my wife and me who
though ardent supporters of you r domestic 
policy-are frightened about the conse
quences of this aspect of your foreign policy; 
and that, if you read the New York Times, or 
listen to radio station WBZ In Boston , you 
wouldn't have the faintest suspicion that our 
opinion, and those of the silent poster hold
ers. existed. Knowing that you would cer
tainly want to know that there Is a minority 
of undetermined size among your electorate 
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which dissents with you, I decided to write 
you this letter, and to send copies of it to 
several Senators whom I thought would be or 
ought to be interested in my views. 

Sincerely yours, 
RICHARD STEINMAN, 

(Copies to Senators BARTLETT, AIKEN, 
GRUENING, KENNEDY, MORSE, PELL, and 
SALTONSTALL.) 

Senator WAYNE MoRSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

NEW YORK, N.Y., 
August 6, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : Congratula tions on 
your criticism of the recent American m!ll
tary attack upon North Viet n am . At a time 
when there seems to be a "bipartisan" coali
tion for war and mllUary exploits, you 've 
shown grea t courage in opposing the d anger
ous drift in American foreign policy toward 
settling disputes through the use of force. 

It appears obvious to us that the trifling 
adventures of a few North Vietnamese PT 
boats did not require massive American mili
t ary retalia tion and threat of full-scale war. 
The'United Nations would see'ln to be the area 
to resort to when faced with su ch provoca
tions. Therefore, the uncalled for military 
reeponse by the United States can only be 
understood in terms of its growing despera
tion about the losing war tn South Vietnam. 
The PT boat incidents were a good excuse t,o 
ma.ke a show of force in the Par East in an 
attempt to back up a deteriorat.!ng situation. 

Suoh saber rattling is not only dangerous, 
however, it is also futile, for it will not deal 
with the causes of revolution in southeast 
Asia. Until the United States replaces its 
war with negotiations, and Its guns with 
support of the goals o! the local social revolu
tions, it wtll be wa.stlng its elforts while 
courting nuclear annihilation. It is indeed 
encouraging to hear you speak out against 
this policy of unilateral force . 

Stncerely, 
Mr. and Mrs. LAWRENCE s . WITTNER. 

SEATTLE, WASH., 
August 8, 1964. 

Senators WAYNE MORSE and ERNEST 
GRUENING, 

Senate Office Building, 
Washtngton, D .C . 

GENTLEMEN: The members of the Fellow
ship of Reconcllla.tion generally, and I per
sonally, wish strongly to commend you for 
your splendid sta.nd on our miserable tn
volvement in South Vietnam. We particu
larly appreciate your vote yesterday tn oppo
sition to the blanket endo1sement given Pres
ident Johnson to continue any intervention 
in southeast Asia. 

We feel there are a growing number of 
Americans who are sick and tired of the whole 
businees and want us to get out of It now 
and seek a negotiated settlement. 

We are sure that you will continue your 
opposition. You are assured of our whole
hearted support In doing so. 

Sincerely yours, 
ROl!ERT B. SHAW, 

Ch.airman. 

AUGUST 7, 1964. 
President LYNDON B . JOHNSON, 
White House, 
Washington, D .C. : 

The plan for us to 90 to war, If necessary, 
aga.lnst the north h alt of the smallest, 
weakest country in Asia to secure peace is 
altogether new and novel in world history; 
it Is also new as a necessary mea.ns for 
maintaining our national prestige. It would 
be like a St. Berna.Td dog attacking a mouse 
so as to avoid the appearance of cowardice. 

In every one of the Uberated countries 
there will undoubtedly be· revolutions for 
generations ats In South America. :For any
one to talk about estabUs.klng stable "ondl-

tions In these countries while exploration 
is still in progress and while the people are 
1lllterate and without experience in eel!
government would appear to me to be chll
dlsh nonsense. 

I earnestly suggest that yOUl' admlnlsba
tlon honestly support your solemn declara
tions !or the promotion of world peace, that 
we st.op bypassing the U.N., and that we 
allow the Inherent weaknesses of coD!.mllll
lsm to continue without interference from 
war in order tha t communism may collapse 
in due time. To fear communism in peace
t ime shows a lack of confidence in free enter
p r ise-the best system ever developed-a sys
t em which has been weakened only by our 
stupid J)ftr t lclpation In two World Wars, both 
carried on by our side in t h e n ame of freedom. 

Thanks for your masterful woEk. 
REX s. RUDEllUSH. 

TACOMA, WASH. 

Senat.or WAYNE L . MORSE, 
Sena te Offi ce B uilding, 
Washin gt on, D .C. 

PARMA, OHIO. 

HONORABLE SENATOR : I want to commend 
you for your courage and stand in t he current 
southeast Asia crisis. 

I believe that nonviolent forms of peace
m aking are the only wa.ys t.o solve interna
tional strife. 

Sincerely, 
J OHN P . MARHEVKEE. 

DEMING, N. MEX., 
Aiigust 6, 1964. 

Mr. SENATOR MORSE : 
You are In the right about Viet nam, you 

and Charles de Gaulle. 
MAMIE ScONCE. 

U.S. SENATE, 
Washington, D .C., July 9, 1964. 

Mrs. F. w. McCONWELL, 
San Diego, Calif. 

DEAR Mas. McCONNELL : The people, and 
the Government, of the United States oppose 
communism. We earnestly support the as
pirations of people, in Asta and around the 
globe, for Independence and a just pea.ce. 

Vietnam Is divided in two parts, like Korea 
a.nd Germa.ny. South Vietnam desires to be 
free. The Communist conspiracy desires to 
engul! and destroy her. If communism 
were successful In tha.t area., 12 m!IIion peo
ple would immediately lose their freedom; 
a.nd 150 million people, In adjacent free 
countries, wouJd face far greater da.ngers of 
b eing mercileliSly swept int.o the Red orbit. 

President Eisenhower, responding to the 
urgent request of Vietnam, agreed t.o give 
that country assistance by which ske might 
defend herself against Red subversion and 
attack. That has been the continuing policy 
of our Goverrunent. 

Should we now aba.ndon the cause of free
dom in Vietnam? I do not believe so. If 
we broke our word in this situation, how 
could our free friends---a.nd our potential 
enemies--expect us to honor our word next 
time? Tllere is a simple way to achieve peiwe 
in southeast Asia-Jet the Communist leave 
their neighbors alone. 

&ncerely, 
THOMAS H. Kucl!EL, 

U.S. Senator. 

:PASADENA , CALIF., 
August 5, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MortsE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : I applaud your stand 
expressed r BS at 8 : 15 P .s .t. 

l! what you Indicate about the U.S. 
destroyers most prob ably (!Ua.l'ding Sout h 
Vietnam sblps while the latter we~e In t h e 
process of shelling North Vle~nam shores Is 
true, then I agree with your conclusion. and 

feel that the United States should have 
llm1ted Its action to d irect defense while 
under atta.ck. If the case was otherwise, I 
would tend to agree with President Johnson's 
decisioll. 

I felt that Senator Fm.llru:GHT's refutation 
of your view was valid only up to a point. 
His simlle was poorly chosen, and although 
logical to m06t Americans ls not reasonable 
for civilized nations since m essence the 
United States Is chasing the burglar out of 
tbe house before clubbing him. Senator 
SALTONSTALL's view Is in my opinion an 
anachronism of the 19th century and ls not 
worth the time to debat e. 

Again, thank you for expressing your per
sonal views publicly, even though they will 
be immensely unpopular in the near future . 

Sincerely, 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Washington, D .C . 

RICHARD P. P HARIS . 

AtrGUST 7, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR: I wish to commend you on 
your position In the Vietnam crisis. 

As you have pointed out, our presence in 
that troubled country can only lead either to 
a d ebacle such a.s France sulfered or worse 
yet, trigger a nuclear war. ' 

Submission of the question to the United 
Nations ls a rea.sonable and sensible pro
posal which I hope will be followed by our 
Government. 

It certainly takes courage to sttck to your 
stand on this critical Issue. 

Would there were more legislators with 
your principles. We certainly could use them 
In this period. 

I h ave also written to Senator KUCHEL. 
Respectfully yours, 

M0NTE11ELLO, CALIP. 

Ht>n. SENATOS MORSE, 
Senate Of!ice Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

FRED FRIEDMAN. 

Los AN&ELl!IS, 

August 7, 1S64. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: It ls with deep in
terest, appreciation and admiration that I 
listened to your statement on the present 
Viet nam crisis. As one of many peace-loving 
Americans, I give you my wholehearted sup
port. All our eJiorts must be directed toward 
peace. You have stated so correctly what our 
position should be, that there Is no need to 
reiterate it. Military interventlon cannot 
and must not take the place t>f negotiation. 
It is the United Nations that has to solve 
these world problems as they arise. No coun
try, including ours, ha.s the right to resort to 
unilateral action that will drag us into an: 
other war. 

Please stand fast, Senator. Yours ls one 
of the few voices raised for the just course 
to follow. Your insight and foresight, your 
challenging courage will be remembered by 
posterity. I am sure that I express the senti
ment of mll.Il'y mothers and wives, as well as 
o! many clear-thinking people who have no 
vested interests in war. 

With my deep respect. 
Sincerely, 

RACHEL LIPH. 

SEATTLE, WAsH. , 
August 8, 1964. 

Senat.or WAYNI! MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. '--

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I am writing this let
ter t.o express my support for the courageous 
stand you h ave taken in this Vietnam sJtua
tlon. It is Indeed encouraging to know that 
someone is standing up in opposition to the 
dange•ous foreign policies whleh bot h Demo
crats and Republicans a-re endoralng. 

I t makes one shu dder to contemplate the 
dangers inherent In poUoies practiced by our 
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leaders In the foreign field. The "shooting 
from the hip'" philosophy is not Goldwater's 
monopoly. 

I am doing what I can to talk to my neigh
bors and other voters about the situation 
in southeast Asia. We are fortunate to 
have a candidate for the U.S. Senate who 
supports your position in southeast Asia, 
and it ls indeed heartening to talk to peo
ple, as they are openm1nded and looking 
fo r answers. I find that most of them are 
very concerned about the war situation. 

If possible, I would llke to receive a copy 
ot your speech in Congress regarding the 
resolution on the southeast Asia situation. 
The Seattle papers print very little of your 
position. 

Very truly yo\trS, 
Mrs. ANN CARLSON. 

OAKLAND, CALIF., 
July 6, 1964. 

DEAR MR. MoasE: You possess that ap
parently rare combination o! intelllgence and 
courage. My wife and I co=end you . 
Stand fast: your "liberal" brethren have not 
the visceral qualities to challenge or perhaps 
even to see the hypocrisy of those massmen
L.B.J. and Senator GOLDWATER. 

If you can reply • • • will HUMPHREY do 
anything about the U.S. "bipartl.san" (a 
euphemism for "unquestioned") pollcy re 
Vietnam? 

Slncerly yours, 
J OEW. WEBB. 

NoTE.-This ls my first letter to the Hill . 

Do You WANT ANOTHER KOREA? ACT TODAY, 
TOMORROW MAY BE Too LATE 

THm IS THE ROAD TO WAR 
Expansion of the war has already begun. 
It means sending more American soldiers 

and money to Vietnam, where we already 
have 16,000 military "advisers," 5,000 civil· 
tans, and where we have increased ottr ex
penditures of $1,500,000 per day during the 
past 2 years. 

U.S. k111ed, wounded, or missing: January 
1. 1961- May 15, 1964: 1,105 according to the 
Pentagon. How many more lives will be sac
rificed? 

U.S. WARNINGS 
An aircraft carrier task force wiih recon

naissance Jets bas been moved into the South 
China Sea. The United States bas given the 
Vietnamese Air Force an additional 100 air
craft. Secretary of State Dean Rusk said 
May 22 the war could be expanded " if the 
Co=unists persist in their course of aggres
sion." General Harkness said, June 22: "The 
danger of communism in Vietnam is so great 
it justifies an all -out war with China." 

To carry the war into North Vietnam and 
risk another Korea "would surely lead to Chi
nese intervention and could precipitate a 
nuclear war between tbe United States and 
the Soviet Union." 

JOHN S. KNIGHT, 
Chicago News. 

There Is an alternative: Do you want an
other, and worse, Korea? 

This is the rood to Peace an immediate 
conference should be called for the purpose 
of achievlng a settlement of a.l.l the nations 
Involved in the dispute. "The problem In 
southeast Asia-ls essentially a political 
problem, and only political and diplomatic 
means • • • can solve it. 

U THANT, 
Secretary G eneral, U .N. 

"There a.re no Chinsese soldiers fighting in 
Vletruun; there are no Russian soldiers. 
The only foreign troops are American • • • 
the unilateral war being conducted by the 
United states lo Vietnam must be stopped; 
and the only force that can stop it is Ameri
can public opinion." 

Sena tor w A YNE MORSE, 
Democrat of Oregon. 

"Why has not this threat been brought 
before the UN.?" 

Gen. HUGH HEsTER, 
U.S. Army (Retired.). 

"The time has come to reverse our pollcy 
o! undertaking to defend areas such as 
South Vietnam • • •. A return of troops 
to oi.tr own shores should begin • • • ." 

Senator ERNEST GRUENING, 
Democrat of Alaska. 

The United States must work for a peace
ful solution In South Vietnam, as opposed 
to a military solution. 

The people of South Vietnam have the 
right to choose the kind of government they 
want. 

Your voice is important: act today, to
morrow may be too late. 

Speak out on Vietnam now! Write, phone, 
telegraph, and visit ymtr Senators and Con
gressman. Ask them to urge President John
son to stop the fighting and start negotiating 
for peace in Vietnam. 
Senator w ARR EN G. MAGNUSON. 
Senator HENRY M. JACKSON, 
Senate Office BiLild.ing, 
Washington, D .C. 
Congressma.n ToM PELLY, 
House Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

Write or wire President Lyndon B. John
son, White House, Washlngton, D .C. 

Seattle Women Act for Peace , 5411 Ra
venna Avenue NE., Seattle, Wash. Write or 
wire now. 

HISTORICAL BACI<GflOUND OF THE VIETNAM 
CRISIS 

Vletnan1 • • • populated centm!es ago 
by migrants from southern China • • • 
won independence from China in the 10th 
century • • • fought Chinese domination 
for 1,000 years. 

In 1865 France colonized the territory now 
known as North and South Vietnam, Laos, 
and Cambodia • • • called Indochina. After 
65 years of exploitation, France gave Indo
China to J a pan without a shot being fired. 

D\tring World Waz II Vietnamese formed 
National Liberation Movement called Viet
minh, now called Vietcong. Vietnamese 
freed themselves from foreign domination 
briefly in 1945. France attempted to regain 
their colony • • • bloody wair ensued until 
1954 • • • France defeated • • • Geneva 
Conference oonvened. 

Geneva Conference decisions: 1. Recog
nized independence o! all Vietnam. Signa
tory powers were France, Brita.in, Ohina, 
Oa,nada, India, Russia, et al. 

2. V1etnam divided at 17th parallel with 
free elections to be held by 1956 to reunify 
country. France was to turn over power to 
Vietminh in nor th and to Emperor Bao Dai 
in south. 

3. All foreign troor>s to be withdrawn by 
1956. United States verbally agreed to 
Geneva agreement • • • but Intervened in 
South Vietnam to help Ngo Dinh Diem form 
a pro-Western dictatorship • • • over 
thrown in November 1963. 

Terror and suffering still stalk this war
ravaged land. We aze now faced with ex
panding war in Vietnam, or finding peaceful 
solutions. 

Los ANGEL.ES, Ci.LIF. , 
August 5, 1964. 

Hon . Senator MORSE. 
I heartily endorse your stand. on Cuba and 

Vietnam. I believe that tough peaceful 
negotiation we will save the world from 
destruction. I wish you good health so that 
you can carry on your good work. God bless 
you. 

Sincerely yours. 
Lours MEISNER. 

DETROrr, MICH., 
August 8, 1964. 

Tiie Hon. WAYNE L . MORSE, 
U.S. Senate 
Washington, D .C. 

Sm: Your opposition to yesterday's con
gressional resolution on Vietnam was the 
last ray of light before a long age of dark
ness. 

Yours very truly, 
RICH.ARD ScHICK, M.A., 

School of Advanced I nternational St11dies 
of The Johns Hopkins University. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
U .S. Senate, 
Washington, D .C. 

MADISON, Wrs .. 
Aug11.9t 7, 1964 . 

Sm: I want to express my deep admira
tion for your refusal to support the con
gressional resolution backing President 
Johnson In the Far East. 

In addition, I want you to know about my 
continuing agreement with you In your , 
criticism o! our Vietnam policies. The cour
age you have displayed in exposing the dis
tortions, suppressions, exaggerations, and 
outright Iles of the Kennedy-Johnson ad
ministration about this critical problem ls 
not common. 

Nothing ls more fundamentally irrespon
sible In a democratic society than an at
tempt to restrict open debate and to move 
alternatives to accepted policies to the slde
llnes. The n1an who values our republican 
form of government must oppose any at
tempt to hand over crucial policymaking 
powers to a small body of men (or even to 
one man) under the pressttre of mllltary 
events. 'Whatever the advocates of execu
tive efficiency and national unity may ar
gue, we cannot afford to give up the effective 
right of meaningful discussion, debate, and 
democratic decision tn this crisis involving 
war and peace. The stakes are too high, not 
only for our selves, but for the world . 

JOHN WILEY. 

'I'ELEMLY, ALGERIA, 
August 3, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, -D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I thought you might 
be Interested in the enclosed clipping from 
the Algerian paper Le Peuple. 

I am a student of economics at Columbia 
University and am passing the summer here. 

Keep up the good work. 
Sincerely. 

PETER S. FRANKLIN. 

BROOKLYN, N.Y., 
Augnst 6, 1964. 

Hon. WAYN E MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR: I have just written to Presi
dent Johnson, I fully agree with you and the 
many other thoughtful Congressmen who are 
for negotiations to end and thereby prevent 
an escalation of the war in Vietnam. 

This would avoid the needless loss of men, 
many of them Americans. The million and a 
half, the da lly cost of the war, could be spent 
for food and medicine for the South Viet
namese people. 

Sincerely yours, 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building . 

Mrs. RAE FRIEDNAM. 

NEW YORK, N.Y., 
Aiigust 6, 1964. 

DEAR Ma. SENATOR: I congratulate you on 
your courage and humanity in standing 

•' 
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alone In the Senate to condemn the admin
istration's belligerency in Vietnam. 

An accident of the calendar places this 
week's crisis close to the anniversary ot the 
bombing of Hiroshima, a tact that gives us 
all pause and for me lends added weight to 
your position. 

Sincerely yours, 
JULES RABIN. 

NORTH MERRICK, N.Y ., 
August 6, 1964. 

Hon. WAYNE MoRsE, 
Senate Office Buil.d.ing, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: The New York Times 
of today reports your dissent from the reso
lution with the rest of Congress. I agree 
wholeheartedly with you and your comment 
and compliment you on your courage to 
speak up---alone. 

We made France give up the colonial war 
It fought against Indochina-and now we 
help another "stinker" to keep the people of 
Vietnam under his thumb. I agree with you 
that the Incident which Inspired the resolu
tion Is as much the doings of the United 
States as It Is the doing of the North Viet
nam and that our role bas been that of a 
provocateur, every bit as much as North 
Vietnam has been a provocateur. Do we 
want another Guatemala? Is South Viet
nam territory of the United States? Whose 
Interest are we protecting in keeping the in
habitants of South Vietnam in barbed-wire 
enclosures? Do we have no brains and guts 
in Congress, the State Department, the Pen
tagon and the White House which can find 
the direction to a real peac~ll nations In
cluded, Pacem In Terris as John the XXIII 
spoke of? 

Most sincerely yours , 
ELIZABETH GODEFROY. 

MONTPELIER, VT ., 
August 8, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Thank you for your 
vote-and your courage-In opposing the 
Vietnam resolution. 

Re Vietnam. 
Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
U .S. Senate, 
Washington, D .C. 

C. y , PARKINSON, 

AUGUST 6, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR: Again I am writing to thank 
you tor raising your voice in protest against 
recent American action In Vietnam. 

What happened to Senator ERNEST GRUEN
ING on this issue? And the other very few 
supporters of your stand? 

Thank you again. 
Yours truly, 

Los ANGELES, CALIF. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Buil.d.ing, 
Washington, D .C. 

Mrs. G . WRIGHT. 

CHICAGO, ILL ., 
August 8, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR : I want to congratulate you 
on your stand taken in regards to our dirty 
war In southeast Asia. 

The slaughter of human beings there 
should be stopped before we will all be blown 
to bits. 

Sincerely, 
FRANK A. PELLEGRINO. 

P .S.-Also I congratulate Senator GRUEN
ING, of ~la.ska . 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
U.S. Senator, 
Washington, D.C. 

ST. Lours, Mo., 
August 6, 1964. . 

DEAR MR. MORSE: Yom blunt language con
cerning the U.S. actions in Vietnam makes 
me feel very good. 

As I think I have indicated on other occa
sions, we ha.ve had only one other Senator I'd 
care to name In the Se.me breath with WAYNB 
MORSE. That was George w. Norris. 

It was seldom possible to disagree with Mr. 
Norris. And ls equally dl.ftl.eult to disagree 
with your conclusions about our proper 
course as a natlon. 
T~ requires no reply. I wanted you to 

know that most ot the people I know think 
that you make sense when you talk. 

Very truly yours, 

Senat or WAYNE MORSE, 
Senator from Or egon, 
Washington, D .C . 

JOHN M . FISHELL. 

AURORA, !LL., 
Au.gust 6, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MoRsE : I have just read your 
article "Humpty Dumpty In Vietnam" in the 
Progressive magazine, and I found lt very 
disturbing-so much so that I Immediately 
wrote letters to my Senators and Congress
woman. What else can I do? What Is l:ielng 
done now about this terrible situation? 

Thank you . 
Mrs. WALTER E . WEISS. 

EL CERRITO, CALIF., 
Au.gust 6, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: We admire, and 
would like to comm.end your courage, ln 
voting against the resolution condemning 
North Vietnam and giving the President a 
mandate for bellicose behavior In sout heast 
Asia. 

In this bluster of wounded ego, and con
trived incident, we as Americans are silent 
partners In the butchery of Innocent people. 
We don't know what the precise facts are 
In this most recent episode ln the Tonkin 
Gulf, but we do know that the American 
people are not being truthfully Informed . 
We don't know anyone here, who fully ac
cepts the omcial account of recent events. 
The past 10 years h as revealed too many 
willful manipulations of Information at the 
highest level. A dozen torpedo boats do not 
take on the whole U .S. Navy without extreme 
provocation . 

Again thank you for your courage to stand 
up against the lm.mense pressure to con
form whenever the flag Is run up on the 
Senate floor . We wish you were the $enator 
;from California. 

Yours respectfully, 
JOSEPH and ROSEMARY TOBY. 

CEDAR FALLS, IOWA, 
A11.gust 8, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : I want to encourage 
you In your outspoken opposition to the 
nearly unanimous belief of oftlclal Washing
ton that unilateral foreign pollcy Is only 
wrong when practiced by other nations, and 
I sympathize with your Inevitable lonellness 
In a crowd of men who do not even pay you 
the courtesy of llstening, as 1f abstainlng. 
pairing, and being "presen t" were responsible 
legislative behavior. 

Sincerely, 
JOHN LINDBERG. 

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIF. 
DEAR SENATOR: Yours Is one Of the rew 

sane voices In our mad, mad Capital. I ad
mire your courage and integrity in th.e race 
ot such odds and otl'er my help, It I can 
be of assistance. 

M. RoBINSON. 

OAKLAND, CALIP., 
August 6 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Of!l.ce Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : I want to express my 
appreciation of your statement on the radio, 

emphaslzlng your position that the Unlted 
States should not continue the war In Asia. 
To go into these foreign countries where the 
rulers so often do not represent the wel!are 
ot the average person and begin a shooting 
war, seems very wrong to me and to millions 
ot other American citizens. 

I am grateful for your position and hope 
other Senators will join you in protes ting 
our continued war in Vietnam. 

Sincerely yours, 
ETHEL COHEN. 

NORTH CARVER, MASS., 
August 5, 1964. 

Hon. WAYNE MoRSE, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR Sm: It seexns to me that there should 
be a truce called In the North Vietnam and 
South Vietnam fighting area. During this 
period Interested people the world over 
should examine the situation. 

It Is possible tha t this method wou ld lead 
to a peaceful world which we all would en
joy. 

Yours truly, 
FRANK H . COLE. 

BROOKLYN, N.Y., 
August 8, 1964. 

The Honorable WAYNE MORSE, 
The Senate, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : I am writing to con
gratulate you on your courageous opposition 
to the resolution passed by Congress, giving 
President Johnson a blank check to extend 
Inilltary action in southeast Asia, and so to 
Imperil the peace of the world . 

I have followed your position on the Viet
namese war as covered ln the I . F . Stone 
Weekly, and I applaud your repeatl!d recog
nition of our unjustifiable presence in Viet
nam, and of the provocatory role U.S. forces 
have played there, as In the stationing of 
destroyers In the Gulf of Tonkin. 

My family joins me in this letter of con 
gratulation on your position. We a re grate
ful for your unceasing e!Iorts to bring the 
truth on the Issue of Vietnam to the a t 
tention of the American people. We know 
how unpopular your position is and we re
spect you for not having compromised on 
this cfi ti cal resolution. It Is encouraging 
to know that our Congress Includes so dedi
cated and clearheaded a Member. 

Very truly yours, 
Miss JUDITH GOODMAN. 

AUGUST 7, 1954 . 
Senator WAYNE MORSE. 

DEAR Sm: I support you on your stand 
against U.S. participation In the Vietnam 
war. If only we had more like you in the 
Senate. 

CELIA TIERMAN. 
Los ANGELES, CALIF. 

AUGUST 7 , 1964. 
DEAR SENATOR MORSE : As one appreciative 

American mother, I am writing to express to 
you my thanks tor your courage and honesty 
In speaking the truth about the Vietnam 
situation. This Ls not a new role for you 
since your entire service In the Senate has 
been devoted to the best interests of the 
Amerloan people. Your voice has been the 
only one of sanity and ree.llty In a situation 
which seems to be frighteningly designed to 
plunge us into world war III. 

Why must history repeat itself with alarm
ing regularity, and why must the "ordinary 
American citlzentt be relegated to the role of 
bystander wbile their leaders commit such 
outrageous actions? How can the United 
States Justify Its "support" of the United 
Nations wbile at the same time undertaking 
unilateral action In Vietnam? Am I to be 
pleased because President Johnson conferred 
with Senator GoLDWATER before he made his 
statement to the American people regarding 
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the attack which wa.s already underway? 
Rather, I a.m appalled by W'ha.t ~ to be 
one blpa.rtlsan course, leading ln one d.lrec
tlon-wa.r. 

At this moment, I a.m 1n despair over w<ha.t 
I could possibly do to restore some hope 1n 
my th1nk!ng, and which wU1 restore my con
fidence 1n this kind or action on the perl 
ot my Government. 

My rather went to serve 1n the U .S. Army 
In World War I, my brother In World War n. 
and now I have a 16-yea.r-old son-must he 
soon be sacrificed to the horrible night
mare or a possible world war ill? With a.11 
my heart, I cry out-no. 

Although I am not a resident o! your 
State, we are neighbors, and I felt you 
should know bow grateful I am !or your 
presence 1n the Senate, !or you are its 
conslcl.ence. 

Best wishes to you !or continued good 
health and strength to wage the battles 
which surely still lie a.head. 

Very truly yours, 
Mrs. SoL KIPNIS. 

Los ANGELES, CALIF. 

LoNG BEACH, CALIF., 

Hon. Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Congress of United States, 
Washington, D.C. 

August 6, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MoasE: It was indeed with 
gratification I read your statements printed 
in Los Angeles Times in regard to our pa.rt 
in the war going on 1n Vietnam, and this 
citizen fully concurs with your views that 
we have no business to meddle In Vietnam 
or anywhere else !or that matter. It seems 
as 1! Uncle Sam has grown a long nose he 
sticks Into everybody's business around the 
world, which Is costing the American tax
payers billions. I, !or one, am afraid 1! he 
does not stay at home and attend to his own 
knitting (there are many holes In his socks) 
he may some day find his nose cut off. 

With much admiration, and with very best 
regards, 

Most sincerely, 
JOHN A. GU.MONT, 

Hon. KENNETH B. KEATING, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

BROOKLYN, N.Y. 

MY DEAR SENATOR KEATING: I strongly op
pose our present Vietnam poJicy and I am 
shocked at the recent actions taken by Pres
ident Johnson. I strongly condemn these 
needless, reckless, wanton attacks on North 
Vietnam. President Johnson said that acts 
o! aggression must be met with positive force 
and they were--our lndlscrlm1nate bombings 
ot North and South Vietnamese and Cam
bodian hamlets were met by positive action. 

President Johnson said that violations o! 
the Geneva agreements must be ended-and 
I agree--North Vietnam, Red China, and 
South Vietnam and the United States must 
stop these violations. While we did not sign 
these agreements we did recognize them a.s 
law. And we are deftnltely In violation o! 
them. Article 16 o! the agreement reads 
as !ollows: 

"With effect !rom the date o! entry Into 
force of the present agreements, the Intro
duction Into Vietnam of any troop rein
forcements and additional military per
sonnel ls prohibited." 

We have, at this moment, a minimum o! 
16,000 trops In Vietnam In clear violation of 
article 16. Article 17 read as follows: 

"With effect from the daite of entry Into 
force o! the present agreement, the Intro
duction Into Vietnam of any reln!orcementa 
In the form of all types o! arms, munitions; 
and other war material, such as combat air
craft, naval aircraft, pieces o! ordnance, Jet 
engines, and jet weapons and armored ve
hicles, Is prohibited." 

Clearly our BUpplles or arms of the past 
yeara and our present mllltary buUdup are 
tn violation of article 17. Just because we 
were not the ftrat violato1'8 la no reason for 
us to !ollow suit. 

President Johnson said that we will con
tinue to de!end the freedom of South Viet
nam. But what freedom? South Vietnamese 
newspapers critical of their government are 
soon closed. U.S. Senators who criticize our 
actions are branded as traitors by the Viet
namese cilctator. And since the Geneva 
agreements South Vietnam has had but one 
election and that one was a Russian-type 
of election with only one slate o! candl
dates---to either take or leave. 

We have been fighting unilaterally !or no 
one else has been as foolish as we. Ameri
cans have been murdered and !or no reaoon, 
for no purpose. 

It Is for these and other reasons that I 
must request you, Senator KEATING, to an
nounce my position !or the REcoRI>-It must 
be shown that at this ti.me in history there 
is at least a small minority that believes 
that might is no necessity for right. That 
believes that the big nations cannot brand 
their aggressions as retallatlons. That be· 
lleves In a world of law not military might. 

At this ti.me the United States is the 
greatest threat to world peace and we are 
the aggressor whether or not one likes to 
hear It. Unfortunately It ls true. We have 
violated the Geneva agreements. We have 
been supporting a. mWtary dictator. We 
have not used the machinery o! the United 
Nations. We have sent 260 Americans to 
their deaths and have 10 times that waiting 
In the wings and all without a declaration 
of war. Congress has abdicated their re
sponsibilities and has granted a blank check 
to a continuation o! these 1llegal act&-!or 
forever. 

If, as seems too possible, the war Is ex
panded and we !ace Communist China, there 
are two ways we may fight them: 

We could fight as In Korea using conven
tional land, naval, and air forces. But even 
with our Improved weapons and know-how 
we could never win. France fought In Indo
china with 250,000 men, U.S. arms and U.S. 
money and against far less than the full 
might of China. Yet they were crushed. We 
have more money, more and better weapons, 
and more soldiers to waste in such a war 
but we lack the experience o! fighting such 
a. war. Neither the French then nor we now 
have the public support for Bl}Ch wars. 
Though we would do better than they, such 
tactics could never stop the waves and waves 
o! humans who neither ca.re !or their meager 
existence nor for our "high" purpose. This 
human flood would destroy the heart o! our 
youth and not only we today but succeed
ing generations would feel this loss. It is 
a sad fact that we are taking Americans 
a.way from their families and friends and 
sending them far away to die but to do so 
without good reasons Is a disgrace and a sin. 

''Blessed are the peacemakers" not the 
warmakers. Peace through mediation or 
peace through conciliation or peace through 
compromise never through war. 

The other way to fight China would be to 
destroy them by using our already too large 
nuclear arsenal. We could destroy 400 mil
lion Chinese thousands of miles away more 
efficiently than a Hitler could ever have 
dreamed possible. And it could be done 
in a matter or hours. But such warfare 
would not have Its dangers. For can we ex
pect the RUBBlans to do nothing while we 
obliterate their former friend and foul up 
the air they breathe? Can we expect our 
enemies, neutral nations, and even our alllee 
to allow us to destroy a country even 1! we 
do not recogntz.e that country? Can we ex
pect not to hann ourselves and !uture gen
erations !rom the fallout from such an at
tack? 

Senator KEATING It is about ti.me that we 
peal away the old myths and. finally consider 
the new realities in Vletne;m. It is about 
time that we not talk o! "sa~1ng !ace" but of 
saving ma.nklnd. 

Harry Truman once said that the "respon
sibility o! the great states ls to serve and not 
to dominate the world." After such actions 
ordered by President Johnspn who can be
lieve that we are serving and not dominating 
the world? 

United Nations control of this area would 
not be an easy solution. Tlbere would still 
be many problems to face. But It would 
be a step in the right dlrectl<>n. It would be 
one or the thousand miles 1;oward peace. 

For these reasons I cann<:>t and will not 
accept the needless and se1nseless position 
we have taken toward Vietnam and must re
quest that this position be EJtated. 

Senator KEATING, I urge y1ou to reconsider 
your views. 

Without a declaration o! war I cannot see 
how Congress can "approve imd support" all 
action taken by the President. Such a dec
laration may be constitutional but it can 
never be moral. I urge a c<>ruplete reexam
ination and reconsideration of our Asian 
policies from all branches of the Federal 
Government. 

We have the choice to either continue an 
unsuccessful and dangerous policy which has 
no possible chance or succesa but which may 
well lead to the final conflagration or we can 
return to a world or law. A world where the 
mighty are strong In the pursuit o! Justice 
al'ld weak In the quest of expediency. 

The choice Is ours. 
NEU. M. HORWITZ. 

THE U.N. AND VIJ!TNAM 
We do not share Senator MORSE'S view that 

the air strike ordered by President Johnson 
against North Vietnam was an outcome of a 
State Department-Pentagon plan to escalate 
the war. . 

The world has ha.d too much experience 
with Communist expansionism masquerading 
as just wars o! liberation to shrug off as 
Inconsequential PT boat att:acks against U.S. 
naval vessels on the high seas. Even non
belllgeren t countries like India no longer dis
pute the larger Chinese des~lgn to subjugate 
southeast Asia, o! which the attacks were a 
part. 

President Johnson's reply 1;o those provoca
tions, while emphatic, has been restrained. 
As Ambasador Stevenson s ,Id In the Secu
rity Council: 

"I want to emphasize tha•t the action we 
have taken Is a limited aild measured re
sponse fitted precisely to the attack that 
produced It and that the deployment o! addi
tional U.S. forces to southeast Asia Is de
signed solely to deter furthur aggression." 

There ls, moreover, another point which 
advocates (like Senator MolLSE) or a negoti
ated, U.N. solution must bear in mind. The 
Communists respect power alone. If that 
point needed further proo! In the postwar 
period, the Cuban missile crisis provided It. 

That showdown marked tl!J.e turning point 
In our relations with Prem.ler Khrushchev. 
Unfortunately Peiping did I~ot get the mes
sage. It tiiunted Khrushchev !or backing 
down before a "paper tiger." 

A negotiated solution in I :ndochlna, as dis
tinct from a negotiated surrender, may 
only become possible when the Chinese are 
persuaded the United State.!1 w!ll not permit 
them to take over southeast Asia.. 

Yet Senator MORSE has a. point when he 
Insists the rights and wrongs In Indochina 
a.re not all black and white. 

I! we consider a Chinese tl~keover In South 
Vietnam, which ls 8,000 mllos away from our 
shores, as a threat to our 1securlty and In
terests, It should be possible for us to ap
preciate that the Chinese ~vould consider a 
U.S. mll1tary presence nexj; door In Indo
china as a threat to them. 
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Indochina constitutes a power vacuum 

which ls sucking In both sid es p artly ou t of 
fear and partly ou t of ambition. The p at
tern ls not novel. Other power vacuums-
In the M1dlde East and A!rlca-have produced 
dangerous confrontations between the great 
powers. 

In the end the solution In those areas that 
proved to be most compatible with the dis
tribution of power and the safety of the 
world was for East and West to move out 
m1lltarlly and the U.N. to move in. 

Ambassador Stevenson's speech to the Se
curity Councll reaffirmed this to be the ob
jective of U.S. policy In Indochina. 

The people of Indochina want to be "left 
alone," Mr. Stevenson emphasized. When 
their Communist neighbors "decide to leave 
them alone," he added, and that decision 
"can be put In enforcement terms," the 
United States will be prepared to withdraw 
Its military power. 

Ambassador Stevenson made this offer once 
before, d uring the Cambodian debate last 
spring in the Security Council. At that time 
Hanoi and Peiping, tempted by hopes of a 
mllltary victory, Ignored t he proposal. 

Now that the United States is demonstrat
ing that It will not be driven from southeast 
Asia, the Communists may be more inclined 
to discuss a U .N.-guaranteed mllltary neu
tralization formula. 

The congressional r esolution backing up 
the President manifests the united determi
nation of this country to stand firm In 
southeast Asia. I t also envisages a live
and-Jet-live settlement. 

As proposed by the President, the resolu
tion will expire when "the peace and security 
of the area Is reasonably assured by interna
tional conditions created by action of the 
U.N. or otherwise • • • ." 

The choice Is up to Peiping and Hanoi. 

BROOKLYN, N.Y. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Bui/.d.ing, 
W ashington, D.C. 

August 8, 1964. 

DEAK SENATOR MORSE: To you goes the 
sincere gratitude for being the only states
man (except !or Senator GRUENING) In the 
whole country. Bless you !or your moderate, 
sane approach to the war we are conducting 
ln South Vietnam and now the push toward 
the north. Your name wlll go down In 
history as the "savior of our country." 

Sinecerely yours, 
Mll.DRED c. COllBEN. 

Los ANGELES, CALIF, 
August 6, 1964. 

Senator w A YNE MORSE, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR: We bless you for your cou
rageoUB stand on Vietnam. We are 100 per
cent in accord with you and will do ow 
utmost to help. More power to you. May 
your efforts bear fruit for peace and human
ity. 

Yours very truly, 
Mrs . ANNAL. HALPRIN. 

[From the El Cajon, (Calif. ) Valley News, 
Aug. 6, 1964] 

No ONE WAS DYING-WHY THE HASTE? 
The whole world Is chewing Its fingernails 

and passing judgment on what has been hap
pening during the last 48 hours In the Gulf of 
Tonkin. 

The facts seem to be plain enough. A 
Ione U.S. destroyer was cruising la the Gulf 
or Tonk.In, last Sunday, about SO miles off 
the coast of North Vietnam. Three PT boats 
approached at high speed and two were seen 
to fire torpedoes. 

Our destroyer dodged the torpedoes, fired 
upon the PT boats, and apparently sank one. 
N~t day, two of our destroyers were cruis

ing in the same area, but about 65 miles 

offshore. This time some six P T boats at
tack ed. In retaliat ion , we 1lew 64 air a ttack 
m issions off 2 a ircraft carriers, d estroyed 
or damaged about 25 North Vietnam PT 
boats, blew up an oil depot and wrecked 
other fac111ties a t 4 different bases, along 
the coast. We lost at least two aircraft, In
cluding the pilots. 

This ratio ot retallatlon to provocation ls 
weighted in our favor considerably more 
than the old Moslem formula of an eye for 
an eye provides. The initial public reaction, 
however, seems to be that somebody had it 
coming. 

President Johnson, having himself ordered 
the retaliation, didn't have any choice but to 
tell the country it was thoroughly justified. 
He assured his countrymen "the attacks were 
unprovdked" and Invited "the scrutiny of all 
men who eeek peace, for peace ls the only 
purpose of the course we pursue." 

In the United Nations, U.S. Ambassador 
Adlai Stevenson branded the PT boat at
tacks as "deliberate m111tary aggression 
against vessels lawfully present In interna
tional waters." 

These are comforting words from men In 
whom the Nation has every right to impose 
confidence. 

But life is not as simple these days as in 
the days when buffalo roamed the plains and 
ships were moved by sail. In those happy 
bygone days we did not have "Invisible 
governments" like the CIA-and who knows 
what other hidden force&--at work Within 
our own or other nations. 

It is not that any of our responsible na
tional leaders would deliberately deceive the 
American people. But do they always know 
the whole truth themselves? 

Some can remember when President Eisen
hower was embarrassed by having to deny 
that he knew about the U-2 flights over Rus
sia in 1960. More can remember when 
Ambassadoc Stevenson was embarrassed by 
having to deny In the U.N. that we had any 
part In the Bay of Pigs fiasco. 

And only In the last few months has It 
come to light that the CIA had given secret 
instructions to raiders about how to go 
ahead with the Cuban invasion even if Pres
ident Kennedy tried to call them back. 

Such evidence of skullduggery In h!gh 
places proves nothing, of course, about the 
Gulf or Tonkin episode. But such eV!dence 
does serve to remind that these are times 
when the facts are not always easy to obtain, 
particularly while the smell of gunpowder is 
still In the air. 

Not even a President can be sure. A!ter 
all, the reports he sees travel through many 
hands. And they all started in a little 
known body of water halt way around the 
world, with no newspaper correspondents, 
TV cameras, or other disinterested observers 
on hand to watch. 

A feeling of vague uneasiness about this 
Gulf of Tonkin Incident already has been 
expressed ln some significant places. Senator 
RICHARD RUSSELL, chairman of the Senate 
Armed Services Committee, pointed out to 
reporters that "there have been naval opera
tions In the Gulf of Tonkin by South Viet
namese, and this could have confused the 
North Vietnamese." 

In Saigon, some South Vietnamese officials 
privately have voiced skepticism about the 
U.S. 'Version of the Incident. News dis
patches quote one official as saying with a 
laugh: 

"That Is a very unusual guerr!lla action 
for three small ships to attack an American 
destroyer ln broad dayllght, isn't it?" 

These same officials questioned why PT
type boats would make such a suicidal attack 
without provocation. What motivation 
could the Oommunlsts have hnd In ordering 
so isolated an Incident? 

Time will bring out - the whole story. 
President Johnson must make sure that it 
does. And he should use "all deliberate 

speed." This ls no time for playing guessing 
games or for bear- trapping a chief executive 
with doctored incidents. 

Untll the facts have stood the test ot 
t ime, a disturbing mist of doubt wUI hang 
over this Gulf of Tonkin affair. It sounds 
almost too dramatic, as if it were staged. 
And our retallatlon was a llttle too quick, as 
if someone were afraid the whole show 
m1ght be called of! unless It were put on the 
road at once. 

What was our hurry, anyhow? Neither 
of those PT "attacks" did any damage or 
caused any casualties on our destroyers. 
And that oll depot or those PT boats weren't 
going anywhere. We could have clobbered 
them just as succesSfully any day next week, 
at:ter making sure we really were being 
pushed a.round. 

But we had to shoot first. Okay, now let's 
ask questions. And let's have some straight 
answers from eyewitnesses protected against 
Intimidation. 

STANFORD, CALD>., 
August 6, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
U.S. Senate. 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I have just finished 
reading your article In the August issue of 
the Progressive magazine. I can't impress 
upon you the relief I feel in knowing that 
someone in our Government knows that 
what we are doing In Vietnam ls wrong. I 
should have written before to tell you of my 
and others support, but I lacked initiative. 
I think lt was the recent speech by Presi 
dent Johnson that got me worried enough 
towrlte. 

Please accept my support and the support 
of the whole CNVA-West. (Committee for 
Non-Vloleµt Action.) 

KATY F'ESTINGER. 

OJD'OOD, ENGLAND, 

.August 7, 1964. 
DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Thank you for your 

sane words on Vietnam. It 1s men Uke you 
who prevent us In Europe from despairing 
completely of the United States. I'm afraid 
you are not getting much help from the 
British GoTernment, but It is some years 
since that was representative of the British 
people. 

Yours sincerely, 
PHILIP STEWART. 

WOODMERE, N.Y., 
August 7, 1964. 

DEAR MR. MORSE: I congratulate you on the 
poll tlcal courage you have shown In regard 
to Vietnam. and thank you for your efforts 
to stem the hysterical reactlon to the re
ported attack on the Maddox. Such an at
tack would be so stupid and so out of line 
With the apparent policies of North Vietnam 
and China that It seems to me Incredible 
that It happened as reported without some 
overt aggressive action on the part of the 
ship. In any case, such matters should be 
laid before the United Nations rather than 
settled by military response. If you have 
any lnfonnatlon on wh1't really did happen, 
I hope you will spread It abrood in the inter
est of peace In the world. 

I believe our military, and particularly our 
CIA, should not be m Vietnam, and that 
their presence there will sooner or later bring 
on such Incidents that may lead to expand
ing war. 

As to the "blank eheck" for the President, 
however, I am not sure that I would agree 
with what I undarst:.\Ild to have been your 
stand on the matter. I remember that Con
gress took some such action with Mr. Eisen
hower during a crisis In the Middle East, and 
again in the Formosan Straits and In each 
case, armed with this power, he was able to 
ease temlons and avoid mllltary action. I 
suspect that Mr. Johnson ls especially eager 
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to avoid lncrea.slng military action In Viet
nam but feelll politically pressured to a.void 
anything which could be called a.ppea.se
ment. It might well be, a.Ithough I have 
Utt.le pollttcal aa.volr faire, tha.t a resolution 
such aa proposed woud give him greater room 
ror maneuvering around war than for the 
present, rather belligerently minded Con
gress to refuse him this power. 

Anyway, thank you for your eft'orts, which 
I hope you will continue. 

Sincerely yours, 
CHARLES T. JACKSON. 

To the EDITOR OF THE NEW YORK Tl.MES: 
All honor to Senators Wayne Morse and 

Ernest Gruening for voting a.galnst the joint 
congresslona.l resolution tha.t, In eft'ect, en
dorses our Government's past, and continu
ing, massive Intervention In southeast Asia. 

No matter what the facts of this latest 
crisis turn out to be-and as or now they are 
clouded-the record of the past decade un
controvertlbly discloses that our Govern
ment, under both pa.rtloo, has systematically 
Ignored the international agreements which 
It cla.lms to be upholding. I predict that In 
the future our Government's Intervention In 
southeast Asia will be recognized as one of 
our Nation's darkest hours. 

And I further predict tha.t the names of 
Senator Morse and Senator Gruening will 
emerge then as representing the voice Of 
sanity, good faith, and reason which Is, we 
all hope, the true voice of our nation. 

HELEN MEARS. 
NEW YORK CITY, August B, 1964. 

AUGUST 8, 1964. 
Senator WAYNE MORSE. 

DEAR Sm: May I commend you on your 
stand concerning American intervention In 
South Vietnam? I am In complete agreement 
with you. 

I think the money we've thrown away 1n 
southeast Asia Is deplorable. 

It's Inconceivable to me that only two 
Senators would not vote for this warlike 
mea.sure. 

Sincerely, 

Hon. WAYNE IMORSE, 
Senator, U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D.a. 

:Mrs. NANCY J. FABING. 

CAPITOLA, CALD'., 
August 5, 1964. 

DEAB Sm: It Is not pleasant to think tha.t 
yours Is the only voice. We are with you-to 
the lastmn.n? 

Sincerely, 
Mr. and Mrs. WM. WEINTRAUB. 

Mn.WAUKEE, WIS. 
DEAR SENATOR: The aft'alr In Vietnam 

stlnkS just like the Maine In Havana In 1898. 
I was In Galveston at that time. The rumor 
was the big brass 1n Washington did the 
dirty work. Whoever made the commitments 
In Asia should have been Indicted. Tell your 
gn.ng what George Washington said In his 
farewell speech, "Keep your nose out or other 
people's business." It makes my blood boll 
when I read Johnson Is sending more boys 
over there to protect a bunch or royal ban
dits and get killed. I don't know what Is the 
matter with you fellows. B11lions for foreign 
re!Je! and peanuts for Alaska and that 5 per
cent tor our old people. You know what you 
can do with that. I am 85 and stlll Interested 
In our national aft'alrs. Oregon can be proud 
of you. 

My best wishes to you. 
A . SJBIESKY. 

AUGUST 6, 1964. 
DEAR Sm: I have listened to your views on 

South Vietnam that you have a!Joed on such 
programs as "Face the Nation" and "Issues 

and Answern." I admire the political courage 
you have shown In defying both the Johnson 
a.dmlnlstratlon and the Republican Party on 
this crucla.l matter. I am sure you are aware 
as I am that the major !atcor ln.fluenctng 
International relations Is power and not 
morality or law. The freedom of the South 
Vietnamese people should not be negotiable. 
Neutralization of South Vietnam Is not prac
tical as Jong as North Vietnam Is com
munistic. 

However I agree with you that the United 
States alone cannot, and should not be 
forced, to maintain South Vietnam's security 
against Communist aggression. Using the 
United Nations to solve this problem would 
definitely put the United States on the side 
of morality and International law. Com
munist China and North Vietnam would be 
greatly lnfiuenced by a rooolutlon condemn
ing their a.ggression In South Vietnam. 

But condemnation Is not enough. 
I praise you for advocating a solution tor 

Vietnam within the province of International 
law. 

But will the African and Asian nations In 
the General Assembly really uphold the 
charter and vote to condemn North Vietnam 
and China? Wlll the General Assembly pro
vide 25,000 to 100,000 ground troops to patrol 
borders between South Vietnam and Laos, 
South Vietnam and Cambodia., and between 
South Vietnam n.nd North Vietnam, In order 
that the Infiltration of Communist guerrillas 
and supplies be halted? 

Please reply. 
Respectfully, 

LEE RoSEN. 

AUGUST 7, 1964. 
Hon. Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR WAYNE MORSE: It was with 
great pleasure to hear that you had the 
courage to express your opinion a.bout our 
stand In Vietnam, which Is contrary to our 
official Interpretation ot the latest develop
ments In that troubled area. 

Let us hope that your voice will not be a 
"Call In the wilderness." May your voice find 
more slm1.Jar voices and bring about a better 
unden;tanding, among nations, and bring 
peace In that part In the world. 

With respect to you, and to all those who 
join you !or a better world !or a real peace. 

N. STEIN. 
SEBASTOPOL, CALIF. 

FALLS Vn.LAGE, CONN., 
August 6, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Complete approval 
tor your objective and long-view stand on 
our foreign policy and Vietnam In particular. 
Heaven save us fr0U1 power without em
pathy-It Is such an easy stance. Your 
coura.ge Is not loot amld all the emotional 
chauvinism. 

Sincerely, 
MARION W. FERGUSON. 

Los ANGELES, CALD'., 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 

August 6, 1964. 

Washington, D .O. 
DEAR Sm: Please accept my sincere con

gratulations for your courage and forthright 
statement today regarding the Vietnam crisis. 
I have written to the President asking h1m 
to discontinue further military action In 
North Vietnam and to withdraw our forces In 
South Vietnam. The seriousness or our mis
taken Involvement In Vietnam ha.a been re
vealed and I hope other Senators will join 
you to lend a restraining hand on those who 
would push the panlc extermination button. 

Sincerely, 
ROBERT FRIEDMAN. 

Senator WAYNE MoRsE, 
Senate O/!lce Building, 
Washington, D .O. 

SK01KIE, ILL., 
A'ugust B, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MgasE: I completely support 
your stand on the Preslde:tit's resolution 
supporting our aggression In ~Tletnam. Once 
again, our Congress rooe "above principle" 
when it passed this resolution. This Is not 
the first time I have noted your courage, 
conviction, sanity, and stricl; adherence to 
the principle that there sha.ll not be two 
sets of laws {one tor us and one for them). 
You are truly a Senator we c1w. be proud of. 
You are one who I think rel~lly belleves in 
the ideal or equality before the law, both 
In domestic and lnterna.tlonall law. You are 
one who, I think, Is truly a liberal, in the 
best sense o! the word. I a= ashamed to 
think that my country Invaded North Viet
nam. I am ashamed to thinl!t that we have 
supported three governments In South Viet
nam which were all military dictatorships. 
I am ashamed to think tha.t the Govern
ment which we now support l.n Vietnam has 
taken away the right of appeal and given 
military courts the absolute power of death. 
I am ashamed to think that tJ!ie Government 
we support in Vietnam Is no·w censoring all 
newspapers, boolul, television, and radio. We 
cannot say "my country, right or wrong." 
There comes a point where you must, as you 
have done, denounce your 1country a.s an 
"outlaw." 

I also wish to ask you 1:o support the 
seating of the Mississippi Freedom Demo
cratic Party at the Democratic Convention 
and strong planks on civil liberties, civil 
rights, extremism, and the Presidential con
trol of nuclear weapons. For Vice President, 
my own persona.I choice Is Adlai Stevenson, 
but even before he was el!Inlnated, I felt 
that for the good of the party he should not 
be the nominee. I feel that a IOa.thollc should 
de.fl.n1tely be the nominee b<>th to keep as 
much of the Catho!Jc vote to the party as 
possible and to remove the religious Issue 
from the campaign {both pa1rtles will have 
a Catholic Veep). I oppose Senators DoDD 
or RIBICOFJ' for Vice Presiden·t because DODD 
I disagree with on many lssueu, and while I'm 
a Jew myself, I feel that :RmxcoFP could 
seriously damage our chances. McCARTHY 
seems to me to be the best prospect. Per
sonally, I doubt whether the ellm1natlon of 
Bob Kennedy will hurt the ticket a.s the 
people who supported him have nowhere 
else to go. 

I hope that despite our dls~i.greement with 
President Johnson that you work hard for 
the ticket this year as it woul.d be a d1saster 
1f BARRY GOLDWATER got In the White House. 

Thank you for your time. 
Sincerely yours, 

BERNARD J . FARBER. 

AUGUST 7, 1964. 
DEAR SENATOR MORSE : Thank you for your 

v<l'te against our partlclpatloltl In the Viet
nam war. 

Mllllons of your fellow citizens are In 
agreement with you. 

Continue your fight against our aggression 
In the aft'alrs or foreign state.s. Thank you 
once again. 

Faithfully yours, • 
JOSEPH and SADYE ROBIN. 

BROOKLYN, N.Y. 

CORAL GABI.ES, FLA., 
At<~gust 5, 1964. 

Hon . Senator MORSE. 
Sm: I wish to congratulat1~ you on your 

stand on Mr. Johnson's stand on Vietnam. 
The President has no right to order: "Shoot 
to kill." This Is war. Congress alone can 
declare war and there ls no ireason why he 
should declare an emergency situation, and 
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should not be given free action. Cuba 1s 
closer to us than Vietnam. 

Mr. Johnson has assumed too much al· 
ready since he has been 1n office, without 
elections. He has used and abused the Con
gress far beyond his powers. The OongreBB 
should keep its rights and power. We've 
been told; "All is good for long, long time 
in Vietnam." ! 

Respectfully, 
V. B. SMITH. 

Los ANGELES, CALIF., 
Augu.!t 7, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: May I extend to you 
my deepest and most sincere apprecia tion !or 
your courageous stanct_on the Vietnam sit
uation. It seeinS to me that yours is the 
only sane voice being heard on this issue and 
we hope you will continue to be, as always 
you have been, "the conscience o! the Sen
ate.• 

Thank you !or your honesty and courage. 
Sincerely yours, 

Mr. LEO RmSMAN. 

EAST ORANGE, N.J., 
August 7, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I want to tell you 
that I agree with you and the Senator from 
Ala.ska on the Vietnam action. 

President John.son's action was outrageous 
and l! it doesn't get us 1n world war m it 
w!il be a mlraele. 

I thank you for voting against the resolu
tion. It is too bad, in fa.ct a tragedy, thAt 
the resolution passed. 

I believe that l! a referendum were taken, 
the action o! President Johnson would be 
overwhelmingly condemned. 

If we get through this trouble without a 
war, I think the Senate and House should 
pass a b!ll taking away the right of any Presi
dent to order such an action as Johnson did. 

Why didn't he ask Congress first? 
Why didn't he take it to the U.N. first? 
And why was he so melod.reJ:rul,tic as to ad-

dress the Nation on TV e.t 11 : 4-0 at night? 
I heard it and of course, could not get to 
sleep. 

I don't care what happens to Vietnam. 
It can go Oommunlst or 81Ilyth1ng else. I 
don't want any more of our young men killed 
in defense of thAt picayune country that 1s 
none of our business and means nothing to 
us. 

I am Inad. 
Very truly, 

Mrs. M. D. CLAUDER. 

OLD CHELISEA STATION', 
NEW YORK, N.Y .. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

August 7, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: In these days o! 
hypocrisy and arrogance, it 1s inspiring to 
hee.r honest and clear-cut statements from 
you and from Senator Ful.BRIGHT on our 
grotesque foreign policy. This foreign policy 
of ours ponderously announces that "under 
God" we a.re a self-appointedworld pollce
inan. 

More strength and honor to you, because 
you and a.11 who agree with you, are making 
history, leitding toward disarmament and 
mutually beneficial world cooper1>.tion. 

C-O'l'diall y, 
MARION D. MUNSELL. 
ALEX E. 0. MUNSELL. 

Copy of a nightletter sent to President 
Lyndon Johnson, The White House, Wash
ington, D.C., Augw;t 6-7, 1964. 

"Our retaliatory action against North Viet
nam 1s bullyism, Indicating moral weakness. 
Further invohrement risks world annihi
lation. 

We strongly urge complete neutralization 

No. Hi5--33 

a.nd withdrawal of aill foreign troops from 
southeast Asia.. 

(S) Mr. and 1'4rs. ALEX MUNSELL. 
NEW YORK, N.Y. 

ARCATA, CALIF., 
August 7, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : Just want to add my 
voice of approval for your stand against 
giving the President the right to wage war 
without a declaration by Congress. 

I have been totally against our participa
tion in southeast Asia from the beginning. 
It looks llke another Korea. 

I believe time ls on our side. Let them 
try Co=unist dictation !or 25 years and 
then they'll be slc,k of it and throw it otr. 
We should be prepared to aid India and Aus
tralia, the PhU!ppines, etc. 

Sincerely, 

Senator WAYNE MoasE. 

Mrs . IVAN MILHOUS. . 
FORKS, WASH., 

August 7, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR: We want to congratulate 
you on your courageous stand on the Viet
name problem, and your stand on the past 
events. We need more men o! your type, 
belleve me. We are behind you 100 percent. 

The best to you. 
Mr. and Mrs. AUGUST SLATHOR. 

INDIANAPOLIS, IND., 
August 7, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I personally would 
like to shake your hand. I thank God that 
there are thooe who stm think of others. As 
1n Isaiah 33: 7, "Behold, their valiant ones 
shall cry without, the ambassadors of peace 
shall weep bitterly." I pray that God wtll 
bless you as you stand fast tor a peaceful 
world. I give you my support and prayers. 

Let us remember that "Righteousness ex
alteth a nation, but sin 1s a reproach to any 
people." 

And what the President done was wrong 
in Vietnam. We should pull out. 

"And many people shall go and say, Come 
ye, and let us go up to the mountain of the 
Lord, to the house of the God of Jacob; and 
He will teach us of His ways, and we will 
walk in Hts paths; for out of you shall go 
forth the law, and the word of the Lord from 
Jerusalem. And He shall Judge among the 
nations and shall rebuke many people and 
they shall beat their swords into plowshares, 
and their spears into pruning hooks; nation 
shall not ll!t up swords against nation, 
neither shall they learn war any more." 
Isaiah 2: 3-4. 

"Behold, their valiant ones sha.11 cry with
out, the ambassadors of peace shall weep 
bitterly."- Isaiah 33: 7 . 

" For when they shall say peace and safety; 
then sudden destruction cometh upon them, 
as travail upon a woman with child; and 
they sha ll not escape." 

And our only hope Is Jesus. "Because thou 
hast made the Lord, which is my refuge, even 
the most high, thy habitation; there shall 
no evil befall thee, neither shall any plague 
come nigh thy dwelllng."- Psalm 91: 9, 10. 

I pray for a lasting peace which the world 
cannot give. But with Christ, all things 
are possible. 

A friend, 
Mrs. REBECCA MAY BECKMAN. 

P.S.-Please write. Thank you. 

Senator w A YNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DENVER, COLO., 
August G, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I wish to thank you 
for your rema.rks on the southeast Asia situ-

atlon on the Senate floor as well as 1n the 
article "Humpty-Dumpty in Vietnam" which 
appears in the current Issue of the Progres
sive. I wish to add that there are those 
of us who do make our voices heard about 
the folUes of the U.S. imperialism 
in southeast Asta. However, compared to 
the larger and more important number (in
cluding our Government) who scream that 
we're fighting for "freedom," our sound 1s 
so soft, no one seems to hear It. Our Gov
ernment does such an excellent Job o! propa.
gandlzing, the American people, or the vast 
majority, in their naive way, really believe 
that next to co=unlsm, you and those who 
think as you do about our foreign policy are 
their b iggest enemy. So, I wonder some
times if l.t's worth the effort to make our 
voices heard, especially hi an election year 
when a presidential nominee who has every
one's ear is one who advocates the use of 
nuclear weapons to preserve the southeast 
Asian's freedom . whatever th1>.t is. It is 
obvious that moot Americans feel to wield a 
strong arm abroad., to stand up and fight 
in the face of "Co=unist aggression" com
pensates for the lack of our abU!ty to solve, 
or even recognize , the domestic problems that 
threaten to "bury" us much more than 
co=unism. 

It does help to see an occasional article 
such as yours appea r . My only wish 1s that 
it had greater circulation. I often wonder 
where the voices of CLARK, HUMPHREY, Mc
CARTHY, and others whose work I admire 
so much usually, are in these Instances. 
Maybe they're being sounded and I Just don't 
hear. I do hope that your exticle will be cir
culated among your colleagues so that they 
may have the benefit of readlng it. 

Do keep speaking, for there are certainly 
those who agree with you whose voices are 
rarely heard above the din of the m111ta.r1sts. 

Sincerely yours, 
Mrs. KATHm:INE ARMITAGE. 

PITTSBUllGH, PA., 
August 7, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MoasE; My thanks and con
gratulations to you 1n this your finest hour . 
May history record your courageous stand 
against the lawlessness of our Government 
long after the names of your fellow Senators 
have been forgotten in deserved ignominy. 

Sincerely yours, 
LINCOLN WOLFENSTEIN'. 
--. 

AUGUST 7, 1964. 
DEAR SENATOR MORS'.E: I congratulate you 

on your stand on Vietnam. 
I wish we would have more men o! your 

caliber in our Government. 
Sincerely yours, 

LUCILLE BOKSER, 
PITTSBURGH, PA. , • 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D .C. 

AUGUST 8, 1964. 

DEAR Sm: I co=end and thank you for 
speaking and voting against the resolution 
granting the President increased mil1tary 
power in southeast As!&. 

Our troops shonld be recalled from that 
area and negotiations should be started im
mediately for a peaceful solution of the 
problem. 

Respectfully yours, 

BROOKLYN, N.Y. 
MINERvA T. F'EENSTEIN. 

NEW YORK, N.Y., 
August 7, 1964. 

Sena.tor WAYNE L. MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
WCJ$lhington, D .C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Congratulations on 
your principled stand on the outrageous ag
gression endangering the peace of the entire 
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world. In the last 50 years o! my adult l!!e 
I have seen a tragic deterioration in Ameri
can life. Where in my youth when I was an 
undergraduate at Harvard, we were really 
proud of the motto "Verltas," there has now 
been substituted a cynical sophistication so 
that hypocrisy Is no longer a disrespectable 
adjunct to life but has become a way of life. 
Joined to this ls the arrogance which permits 
President Johnson to refer to aggression and 
provocation as a defense of "peace." It ls 
time for the young people to learn a.bout the 
Pax Americana. what Josephus said of the 
Pax Romana "Vasta.tern Faciunt Pacem Apel
lant." 

Let roe assure you that there ls it large 
reservoir of people who have not fallen vic
tim to the conformity of flag waving chau
vinism and contempt for the rest of the 
peoples of the world who will applaud heart
ily the stand taken by you and Sena.tor 
GRUENING (and I hope others not yet named 
In the news) in refusing to issue what you 
have properly designated as a predated de
claration of war (and it may be added, ter
ror). It ls good for old people like myself 
but even more for the young that there are 
men of stature In American public life and 
legislative halls who will not permit them
selves to be intimidated by the false cry of 
"patriotism" which Dr. Johnson so fittingly 
designated. 

That this ls the first surrender of the ad
ministration to the Goldwater mentality 
and hysteria is clear to the world press, and 
increasingly to the people of these United 
States. The courage of men like Senator 
GRUENING and yoursel! wUl be an inspiration 
to the people not to permit the victory of the 
Neanderthal mentality which toys with the 
destiny of the people of the entire planet. 

I personally desire to express my gratitude 
and appreciation and to ask others to do so. 
If you have any suggestion of any manner 
in which plain ordinary people like myself 
can be of service in stemming the hysterical 
tide, please suggest what may be helpful. 

Cordially, · 
ADOLPHUS BROOK. 

NULL VALLEY, CALIF., 
August 7, 1964 . 

DEAR SENATOR MoRSE: Congratulations on 
your stand on southeast Asia.. It must be 
lonely in Washington among all of the 
sheep. If there ls enough time before tbe 
end to write It, I am glad that history can 
record one man in the U.S. Senate with a. 
mind of his own and the courage to speak It. 

Best regards and wishes. 
DoNMixON, 
Mrs. DONALD MixoN. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
U.S. Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .O. 

AUGUST 5, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Thank you for your 
stand against U.S. Involvement in southeast 
Asia. 

I am certain that the American people are 
basically !or international understanding and 
world peace and will eventually find a. way 
to put these wonderful ideals into practice. 

Sincerely, 

KANSAS CITY, Mo. 

Hon. WAYNE MoRSE, 

Mrs. KAE BROWN. 

BELLE GLADE, FLA., 
August 6, 1964. 

U.S. Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.O. 

DEAR SENATOR: While I would have diffi
culty in naming another Senator with whom 
I more disagreed with a.a to publlc affairs 
than yourself, I must concede that you have 
my wholehearted support in your opposition 
to this Nation becoming involved in mili
tnry participation on the mainland of Asia, 

and further participation in foreign aid. As 
to Asia and the so-called threat stemming 
!rom Red China, let us face it. Not having 
the transport to move men and supplies 
overseas, nor the Navy to provide protection 
thereof, any speculation of China's threat to 
offshore islands becomes an Insult to anyone's 
intelligence. Thus the only threat Red 
China offers ourselves ls that to wage war 
~inst us, we would have to accommodate 
her by going to her area, in her own back
yard, so to speak, which we did in Korea. and 
now seek to do the very same thing as to 
South Vietnam and southeast Asia.. 

Now in our r.ational interest there ls no 
return benefit to us for the aid we have 
squandered. in both Asia and Africa. Mili
tarily their only resource ls manpower, 
which is not needed in today's streamlined. 
modern military. Commerce we do not need 
to buy !rom them near so much as they need 
to sell to us, so there can be no justification 
for our expense in their behalf. Insofar as 
communism is concerned, excepting Eu
rope--the Pacific offshore islands-Western 
Hemisphere, I suggest that any country 
wanting communism, let them have It, and 
as time goes on their experience from It will 
be cause for its ultimate rejection, etc. I 
gave full approval to the Marshall plan to 
rebuild devastated war countries and make 
it possible for them to be a customer of our 
manufacture and agriculture, but the job in 
this respect was completed about 1949 and 
foreign a.id should have ceased at that point. 
We could have continued some foreign aid 
from a. military standpoint, but only to 
those countries named in the group above 
and from whom we had a commitment to 
stand with us when called upon. 

This South Vietnam bids fair to become an
other Korea, so let us take a look at Korea. 
No one on the scene, or away from there, 
other than certain members of the Wash
ington authorities, ever knew what the ob
jective was that was had by our forces. 
Certainly the restrainer put on MacArthur, 
and other field commanders, there was not 
the goal of winning. Was lt then merely 
to support a politician's argument with other 
politicians? Hardly anybody would buy the 
glib statement that we needed to go 10,000 
miles away from in order to defend our 
shores, or that in present year we need to 
go about the same distance, also away from, 
to resist communism, and yet never took 
"Care of communism no more than 90 miles 
off our east shores. Before we go anywhere 
we need ~n all-out effort to cure the situa
tion as to communism inside our own coun
try, which there ls practically no effort on 
the part of the authorities to do. In fact 
through the Supreme Court, and acquies
cence ot Congress through their !allure to 
counteract, communism in this country en
joys a privileged sanctuary. In Korea we 
paid a tremendous price In loss of men and 
treru>ure, but as we wound up exactly where 
we commenced, there was not only loss in 
vain, but i! we are to accomplish the ob
jective sought, whatever that was, then the 
job needs doing all over again. This cannot 
be disputed, can it? 

As we didn't win in Korea, anq precluded 
from doing so, and our losses unnecessary, Is 
it possible for us to win in southeast Asia, 
also 10,000 plus miles away? I say not. 
First place our boys would be hemmed in 
from all side as you couldn't distinguish 
friend from foe, nor count on it. If we 
won the battles rollita.rlly we would still 
lose the war, for we would have to maintain 
police occupation forces forever and forever, 
plus rebuild the country out of our finances. 
There ls but one solution as to the mainland 
of Asia and that ls to vacate oiu forces and 
wash our hands of the whole mess. We have 
the Navy and the Airforce to protect any and 
all lands east of the Asiatic mainland, and 
can do so most effectively. and with but little 

outlay. Any forces beyond our own shores 
can be used to protect the Western Hemlis
phere in accordance with the Monroe Doc
trine, and the other areas already enumerated 
upon. 

I attach a news item taken from the 
Miami Herald (a Knight publication). in 
which you a.re quoted as predicting BARRY 
GOLDWATER wUI not take more than six States. 
Now I am a lifelong South Democrat where 
during my lifetime but one party was bad, 
though the Republicans in last few years are 
becoming a factor, but only nationally and 
not as to State and local. I have lived in, 
or spent considerable time therein of each 
and every State of the South plus those 
termed "border" though actually south so I 
can be considered typical of these States and 
its people, and knowledgeable. In those 
States of 11 Old Confederacy plus Maryland, 
Missouri, Kentuck, Oklahoma, West Vir
ginia-total 16, I make the assured predic
tion that BARRY GOLDWATER will capture each 
and every one of the total 16, excepting West 
Virginia, which is a welfare and unemploy
ment State and welcoming the handout. Of 
the remaining 15 even Nixon in 1960 carried 
all excepting Missouri, Maryland, Arkansas, 
Texas, South Carolina, North Carolina, 
Georgia, and he had only about 30 percent 
the appeal as ls had by GOLDWATER. This 
time GOLDWATER will not only take all taken 
by Nixon but the seven not taken by 
Nixon. If you c.ha.llenge Arkansas I say 
in 1960 the Kennedy-Johnson ticket 
only captured 50.2 percent of total vote, 
and Louisiana it was but 50.4 percent, 
in Texas It was but 50.5 percent and much 
has happened in the 4 subsequent yea.rs to 
reduce each State's Democrat vote mucb be
low 50 percent. In Maryland the combina
tion of Republican and Wallace votes should 
easily put that State in the GOLDWATER col
umn. Having lived 3 years in Kansas City 
and knowing that State very well political
ly I am confident she too will be found in 
the Republican column. I came to my pres
ent area from Texas (Fort Worth-Houston) 
where I had some 18 years' residence and I 
doubt If anyone knows the State any better 
than I do, and I'll place my bet there on 
GOLDWATER over Lyndon Johnson, and I'd do 
Billie Sol Estes, Bobby Baker, George Parr, or 
the same If GOLDWATER was running against 
any of the other Johnson clique. One thing 
you can rest assured of and that ls that 
BARRY GOLDWATER will take each and every 
State through the South, and no mistake 
about it. 

Of course, there are other States GoLD
WATER will take as well. He will take the 
total States taken by Nixon in 1960, also 
Ill1nols, Delaware, the neighboring Western 
States of New Mexico, Nevada, and others 
previously taken by Kennedy-Johnson in 
1960. Frankly, I anticipate a GOLDWATER 
landslide come November 3, and will be the 
most surprised man in ·the country if this 
does not occur. So when you say GOLD
WATER wlll take no more than six States, 
you have the wrong candidate in mind, and 
should make your statement concerning 
Johnson, or whoever might be substituted 
in his stead, etc. Our people, South as well 
as throughout the country, are disenchanted 
with incumbent administration, and are 
thoroughly dissatisfied with Government as 
administered frnm Washington. Most of 
our dissatisfaction stems from Federal ju
diciary abuse of the National Constitution, 
and Congress !a1Iure to reverse and restrict 
their actions. Members of Congress are not 
correctly representing their constituents un
less they provide remedial legislation. For 
my pa.rt I want a constitutional amendment 
providing for election o! Justices and all Fed
eral judiciary both geographically and pre
scribing eligible qualifications of candidates 
and election for term.s similar to Senators. 
To say there ls no desire to put the judiciary 
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into politics that is all it is today, members 
appointed as reward tor support or favors re
ceived, etc. If we are to get relief it has to 
come from GOLDWATER tor none could be had 
from a character such as Lyndon B. John
son. Of course, tqe country can retire as 
many of present Members of Congress aa 
they can get it, which will be considerable. 

Now when Congress recently enacted the 
so-called clvll rights legislation, they 
went beyond the place of no return. In 
the South no one in his right mind is going 
to give adherence and compliance to this 
measure, though it may seem so at first 
glance but not when things straighten out 
and countermeasures get underway. I n 
the first place 1f the nigger was mistreated 
in the South they would not remain here 
and a long time ago would have departed. 
Inasmuch as they are dependent 90 percent 
on white private enterprise, 5 percent on 
their own kind, 5 percent on Government 
for livelihood employment, they will very 
soon be denied both employment and wel
fare to hasten them into areas outside the 
South, where the news media and politi
cians have created all this turmoil and agi
tated the niggers in their intrusion on 
whites . I am for the nigger having his 
constitutional rights so long as it does not 
provide his unwanted intrusion upon white 
people. In other words he can enjoy his 
rights in the company of his own kind and 
not where he is unwanted by others. If 
there has not been white-nigger associa
tion in this country since its very beginning, 
it is clear that such association is not desired. 
Yet there is had the proposition of the 
officeholder saying "Whether such associa
tion is desired or not I propose to create it," 
like it or not. Is this politician saying "I am 
your master and not your servant" ? We'll 
see about that. 

Yours, 
JOHN E . PRITCHETT, 

MORSE PREDICTS GOLDWATER'S DEFEAT 
(By Edwin A. Lahey) 

WASHINGTON.-A prediction that Senator . 
BARRY M. GOLDWATER would tie defeated 
went out over the airwaves from a regu
lar Sunday broadcast of Senator KENNETH 
B. KEATING, of New York. 

KEATING ls a Republican, seeking reelec
tion this year for a second term. He is 
unfriendly to the Republican nominee tor 
President, Senator GOLDWATER. 

The prediction of defeat came from 
KEATING's guest on his regular program, 
Senator WAYNE MoRSE of Oregon, who en
tered politics as a Republican, but switched 
to the Democratic Party during the 1952 
election campaign, because he didn't like 
Dwight D. Eisenhower. 

In the Keating program , which is carried 
over 6 television stations and 28 radio sta
tions in New York, the New York Senator 
was questioning Senator MORSE on public 
Issues, as is his custom with his weekly 
guests. 

"I want to ask you a couple o! politica l 
questions," KEATING told MORSE. "First, 
who's going to get the vice-presidential 
nomination on the Democra tic ticket?" 

"I don't think even the President knows 
yet." MoRsE answered. 

"Secondly, how's this elect ion going to 
come out?" 

"I'll be surprised if BARRY GoLDWATER 
cn.rries more than six States," MORSE told 
KEATING. "The American people aren't go
ing to be fooled by the ext remism of BARRY 
GOLDWATER.,,.. 

This partisan ' statement was not a sllp 
of the tongue. The interview was t aped in 
the U.S. Capitol recording studio, and the 
text was distributed to the offices of corre
spondents as early as Frida y, with the no
tation that It could not be released unlll 
after the Sunday broadcast. 

GoL»WATEB LEAJIS IN SoUTH 
(By George Gallup, director , American I nsti

t u te of l'Ublic Op1nlon) 
PRINCETON, N.J .--senator BAii.RY GoLD

WATER leads President Johnson by a wide 
marg.tn in the popular vote of the South 
at this time. ~ 

In a survey just completed of the 13-State 
area which makes up the South, GoLDWATER 
leads Johnson by a ratio of 57 percent to 43 
percent. 

This comes within 2 percentage points 
of the lead that GOLDWATER had over Ken
nedy in a trial heat race exactly 1 year ago 
in this section of the country, 

At that time it was pointed out thAt th!S 
was the largest margin which any Repub
llca.n had obtained over a Democratic oppo
nent in the 29-year history of the Gallup 
poll in the South. 

The following que.stion was asked in the 
latest survey: 

"Suppose the presidential election were 
being held today. If BARRY GoLDWATER, the 
Republican candidate, runs against Lyndon 
JohllSOn, the Democrat ic candidate, which 
would you like to see Win?" (Those who 
said they were undecided were ask.ed which 
man they lean to, as of today.) 

The present figures , based on interviewing 
conducted after the GOP convention, shows 
the following division of opinion in the 
South : 

Percent 
GOLDWATER----- - -- - -- -- --------------- 51 
Johnson ___ _____ ____ ._ ----- - ----------- 40 
Undecided ____ _ ------. ----------------- 9 

Allocating the undecided vote on the basis 
of careful analysis of opinions 011 other 
key aspects of the race produces the follow
ing division of opinion : 

Percent 
GOL.DWATEIL ___ ____ ___ ------- - -· - ---- -- 67 
Johnson ______ ____ ---·--- - ______ ______ _ 43 

Sena t or WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Builcj.ing, 
Washington, D .C. 

JAMAICA, N.Y., 
Au gust 7, 1964. 

DEAR Sm: I should like to thank you for 
your lone voice of reason and sanity amidst 
confusion and blind acceptance. Last March 
you expressed very well your position on 
Vietnam, at that time a few of your col
leagues Joined you by expressing similar 
opilliOllS. 

Today we see once again the failure of the 
present American policy in South Vietnam. 
A crisis has helped to unite most or the 
Senate in supporting our present policies. I 
thank God t.b.at you have not joined your 
fellow Senators. At least there is stlll one 
glimmer of hope in the darkness . You have 
not yielded to the bell1gerent policy wanted 
by the "superpatrlots." You have shown 
a keen understanding of the situat ion and 

- h ave spoken accordingly. 
You are right in saying we had no business 

being in South Vietnam, but this is history 
a lready. You are right in saying we must get 
out. The present South Vietnamese Gov
ernment ls not supported by the people of 
South Vietnam. It is a cruel, mllltarlstic, 
and a dictatorial regime. The Vietnamese 
people have suffered enough . 

They suffered a Japanese invasion and a 
World War II on their own soil . They suf
fered through a war with France, They 
have suffered through the Diem regime. 
They have suffered and are being terrorized 
by the Communist Vietcong. They have suf
fered , had their food poisoned and their 
people killed by the Vietcong. But the 
American-supported South Vietnamese Gov
ernment has been just as bad as the Vietcong 
guerrillas. They live in a reign of sickness, 
death , f ear, and terror. I a m ashamed that 
m y Government supports and keeps alive 
su ch a regime . 

The Vietnamese people are tired of war. 
They want to return to their !amilles and 
their crop&-e. return to peace. 

The uncalled !or Nerth Vietnamese attack 
on our ships 1s a dis~ce but our retaliatory 
measures are just as b atl. This was not a 
peacef1Jl move. It invites anether Korea. 
It invites a world war m where we would 
all be killed . Our action was a disgrace. 
We show fault in the U .N. by trea,ting U 
Thant well cm his recent state visit by pay
ing our finances. When it comes to the real 
test we persue a militaristic policy which can 
destroy the U.N. 

Yesterday 19 years ago we unleashed an 
atomic bomb. It must never be used, The 
present sltua.tion invites its use . 

I urge you to support a neutrallzed Viet
nam, either as one or two states. I urge you 
to continue your fight tor an end to the war 
in Vietnam . Too many are being killed, 
there can be no victory for anyone. 

In 1956 the Russians committed aggres
sion 1n Hungary. In 1964 we are doing it in 
Vietnam . Will the suicidal arms race never 
stop? 

Keep up your good work and may you h ave 
peace in your life and all mankind in the 
world. 

Sin cerely yours, 
ALVIN VERTER . 

PALO ALTO, CALIF., 
August 6, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I deplore the retalla
tory and provocative stance this adminis
tration takes in southeast Asia. 

We must learn to avoid such precipitous 
action-to try nonviolent met hods---to use 
the U.N. more fully than ever before. 

The President's unilateral striking back 
without deliberation seems like "warmonger
ing" to me. Makes me lose faith in hlm, 
(Johnson ls not much different from GOLD
WATER-after all-et cetera.) 

Moreover, this "power politics" with su
perior arms is an old method that yields 
n othing but a vicious cycle doomed to a 
chaotic outcome. 

How can an administration with such 
humanitarian goals as to effect civU rights 
and antipoverty be so inhumane as to "shoot 
to kill ." 

We have no problems but what cannot be 
negotiated, etc. And lf we need better ma
chinery !or that, let's get it. 

Sincerely, 
OLIVER HENDERSON, M.D ., 

Psych i atrist. 
P .S.-"L!ve and let llve ." 

AUGUST 6, 1964. 
DEAR SENATOR MORSE : It is a great pleasure 

to salute you for your courage in the stand 
you are taking ln opposing the administra
tion's current suicidal policy in Vietnam. 

You are not alone. Hundreds, 1f not thou
sands, of common people here are with you. 

You should be the presidential candidate 
so we could h ave a real fighter against Gold
waterlsm. 

THOMAS DENNIS, Jr . 

DETROIT, MICH ., 
August 6, 1964 . 

Hon . Senator WAYNE MoasE, 
Washingt on, D.C. 

DEAR Sm : Please accept our heartfelt 
thanks for your courageous stand on the 
Vietnam war. Yours is the only voice of 
sanity in what appears to be a world gone 
crazy, 

It gives us courage and inspiration at this 
moment and perhaps may even help to keep 
tts firm in our determination not to give up 
in d isgust in the forthcoming electlOllS. 

The nightmarish spectacle of the Gold
wa ter victory during the recent Republican 
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Convention brought back memories of "It 
Can't Happen Here" by Sinclair Lewis. Dur
ing that week we still had hopes that With 
President Johnson we wlll still have a choice. 
We were resolved to work tor his election as 
we bad not done since the days when Frank
lin D . Roosevelt wa.s running to defeat Alf 
Landon. 

But bis rash stand on bringing us nearer 
to another world war makes this choice a 
farce . . 

What answer shall I give to my three new 
voters this year? My son, daughter and her 
husband. My friends whom I meant to 
inject With a spirit of hope and determina
tion are a.s undecided and pessimistic as I 
am. 

Were it not for voices such as yours I 
believe I would vote Democratic out of habit 
not out of belle!. 

Can one morally choose between the two 
leading candidates? Does It really make a 
difference whether world war m starts with 
BARRT's little A-bomb or President J ohnson's 
provocations? 

Keep up your good fight and may you be 
blessed in your endeavors. We are proud of 
you and wish we had you a.s our Michigan 
Senator or better stlll, as our new Presi
dent. 

With all our good wishes and thanks. 
Respectfully yours, 

MAY and SAM SWEET AND FAMn.Y. 
P .S.-We love you. 

VAN NUTS, CALIF., 
August 7, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: My wife and I con
gratulate you on your stand on the bombing 
of the ports of North Vietnam. We support 
your courageous opposition to the Ill-con
sidered action of the military. 

We have followed your career ln the Senate 
and would be proud to have you represent 
us here in California. 

We would also llke to see you nominated 
M the running mate of President Johnson, 
but I suppose that tbls is asking too much. 

Please keep up the good fight in the fu
ture and remember that there are others 
that bold your views and are behind you. 

Sincerely yours, 
G. J. GIESLER. 

NEW YORK, N.Y., 
August 7, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: My grateful thanks 
to you. It it were not for your voice of 
reason and trutb· it would be a black day tor 
us. 

My warmest good wishes for many years of 
priceless service. 

Mrs. JANE JOHNSON. 

LEVITTOWN, PA., 
August 8, 1964. 

DEAR Sm: I want to express my gratitude 
to you for your courageous and Intelligent 
stand on the Vietnam issue. The voices of 
sanity and !airplay a.re all too few. 

You have my deepest admiration and sup
port. My only regret Is that I couldn't have 
the honor of voting for you as a Senator al
though I am considering writing in your 
name for President. 

It this country is ever to be led out of the 
morass it ls now In, It will depend on men 
like yourself to lead the way. I pray that 
you will never give up this fight. 

Sincerely, 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
U.S . Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

.ALBERT ELMAN. 

WELD, MAINE, 
August 8, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : This Jetter Is written 
to express sincerest thanks to you for your 
courage and realism in opposing the congres
sional blank check joint resolution requested 

by President J ohnson In the current, prevent
able Vietnam crisis. We would be unfor
tunate indeed without you and Senator 
GRUENING to speak for the thousands In the 
United States who d eplore this sad ploy of 
the political and military factions in this 
country. The attempts to make a righteous 
cause out of the shabby and ambiguous 
situation in Vietnam a.re so tired and famlllar 
that they a.re discouraging to those who hope 
for statesmanship in this perilous era. 

The truly frightening aspect is that so 
many legislators, In whose power we are, have 
not yet been able to conceive of, much less 
accept, the fact that any major war wlll be 
the last war; and that m ajor wars grow from 
small wars. 

There is an obvious longing by many In the 
Pentagon for the old horse and buggy days; 
for the small controllable mllltary confl.lcts; 
and because these men wish for this long
past possibillty, they a.re willing, however 
unconsciously, to plunge the rest of the 
world into Irreversible chaos. 

I can only say agaln, thank you for your 
truly heroic stand and for your sanity. They 
a.re greatly needed. 

With best wishes. 
Sincerely yours, 

ALICE POLLARD. 

NEW YORK, N.Y., 
August 6, 1964. 

Hon. WAYNE L. MoRSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

MY DEAR MR. MORSE: I am Impelled to 
write you to congratulate you on your cour
age In attacking the role of our Government 
In the current Vietnam crisis. It must be 
lonely up there on your eminence of Integrity 
and valor. Where was Senator FuI.sRIGHT 
when the vote was taken? I note that he 
has written a book criticizing our Govern
m ent's policy toward the Co=unlst world, 
but when the chips are down be runs With 
the herd. 

More power to you, and may your courage 
to defend the right never falter. 

Sincerely yours, 
RUTH STARR. 

P .S.-You might pass this on to Senator 
FULBIUGHT. 

JERICHO, LoNG ISLAND, N.Y., 
Augtlst 7, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .C. 

HONORABLE Sm: Bravo. Many cheers to you 
for your stand in regard to the Vietnam 
resolution. I! there were only more such as 
you. 

How can I help In this frightening situa
tion? What can one individual do? 

Thank you for your courage. 
Most sincerely, 

Mrs. BEATRICE F ELSHER. 

WALN UT CREEK, CALIP., 
August 6, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Thank you for tak
ing the stand you have on the situation In 
Vietnam. 

I feel, as I believe many thinking people 
do, that our country hus no business "play
ing God" In southeast Asia or In the many 
other spots around the world. If we cannot 
now put the problem of the futur~ of this 
small country in the hands of the U.N. and 
let whatever policing may be necessary rest 
In the hands of this International body, then 
there Is no hope for world peace and under
standing. If there Is no such hope then I 
fear for myself, for my family and friends , 
and for all mankind-for the world cannot 
survive another war. 

I wish there were more politicians with 
your courage and forthrlghtnees. 

Sincerely, 
MARGARET B. BLAKE. 

MARINA, CALD'., 
August 8, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
U .S. Senate, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR Sm: On behalf of myself a.nd my 
family I would like to take this opportunity 
to thank you, with grea,t sincerity, for your 
lonely fight In the U .S. Senate, for sanity ln 
regard to the terrible conditions In south
east Asia, conditions that we are in a large 
way responsible for. I have read most of 
your speeches, or excerpts from them and 
your many articles written about conditions 
in South Vletnrun. It is Indeed unfortunate 
that I find very little mentioned of them in 
the so-called popular mass media, but have 
only found them In the more thoughtful 
journals that deal more objectively with 
situations presenting a more balanced and 
rational view. Unfortunately all too few 
people a.re able to secure or read these 
journals, or frankly understand a rational 
point of view, much less want to understand 
one. As you know tbe mass press is now 
merely the fourth estate. 

I have often said , "thank heaven we h ave 
a man like Seantor MORSE left In the Sen
ate." Let me, sir, encourage you further In 
your etrorts and knowing your background 
and knowledge of history, let me humbly 
remind you that history teaches us that 
most often the minority have been correct 
In their analysis, while the majority, blln.d 
to reason, have only resorted to power when 
power was to readlly available. Do these 
men of power think they can succeed where 
Wstor!ca.lly every major power has failed 
thus far In modern history? History also 
shows one long series of defeats for the 
conservatives--tlme Is not on their side-
nor Is history. The Asian people will in 
time look upon us In the same eyes a.s they 
formerly looked upon the other colonial 
powers of past years-indeed most of them 
do now. In order to win (?), as the war
mlnded think, we wlll have to carry on a war 
of annlbllatlon-lnvolvlng the " loss of face" 
In all of Asia. By our actions thus far we 
have done more tO advance the cause of the 
opposition then If we \Vould have followed 
the Geneva agreements of 1954, which we of 
course were afraid of-let's be honest about 
lt--our policy even to be recognized had to 
be backed by force of arms. Indeed the 
soul of Mr. Dulles goes m arching on--0arry-
1ng us still deeper Into a situation that can 
only lead to our eventual cUsaster. History 
again teaches us a frightening lesson-all 
too often in the pa.st when power has become 
frustrated by the rebelliousness of people, 
power h as resorted to still more power, 
blindly unable to see Its own folly. 

Are the war-minded Indeed so blind and 
unreasonable to believe that It can win In 
southeast Asia? What will we win--0an we 
occupy the whole area-whlle every other 
native not bribed sufficiently will resist our 
occupation? What will we accomplish? Did 
the French succeed In southeast Asia, In Al
geria against a ragged, Ill-fed bunch of revo
lutionary Irregula rs? What does national 
prestige entall-false frightened pride? 
What wlll be gained by kllling off all the 
people In southeast Asia-they will continue 
to resist--what have they to lose? I have 
often su spected that this war in southeast 
Asia ls a popular war of revolution because 
history has taught me that you don't get 
people to fight like the Vietcong do for 
nothing-least of all for the Chinese. They 
fought bard against the French and now they 
are fighting just as hard against our puppets. 
It matters little what label you give them
Communist Included. The national llbera
tlon front, thanks to our Ignorance, Includes 
a great deal more opposition than just Com
munists even though the U.S. m ass media 
cowardly avoids talking about this. 

What about China- a.re you going to use 
n u clear bombs against her-what will this 
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lead to? Supposing they resort to war by 
other means-no doubt you have heard of 
chemical warfare-supposing we use It, too. 
War begets war, I'm sure you know this-
but It's frightening because there are so darn 
few men like you in our Government these 
days--indeed, where Is the opposition any
way? 

I have spoken out at every opportunity 
that I have had and have convinced many, 
but what more can I do. I wish to hell that 
I could do more. People that I have reasoned 
with come to humane conclusions and even 
though you may not receive much response 
for your efforts I know they agree with you. 
All I can offer you Is my support and I will 
continue to speak out, even though I stand 
a chance of losing my job as a teacher . This 
1s another agonizing problem you might let 
your fellow Congressmen know about. 

Since World War Il, gradually people have 
become m.ore and more afraid to discuss any
thing openly and frankly or have developed 
an almost hysterica l response on their part 
to shut anyone up that does speak out as a 
citizen. People have imposed self-censorship 
upon themselves of the worst type--far more 
psychologically d amaging than an outside 
force In a totalitarian sta te could do. Per
haps, Senator MORSE, as time goes on the 
truth becomes too intolerant !or people to 
face up to. How about your fellow Sena
tors--Oo they bother to study this situation 
from all points of view, including an un
biased, undistorted one--no doubt some do, 
but what honor do the others heap upon 
themselves when they vote in ignorance, at 
best only h aving consulted with the gen
erals? When will we learn tha t you don't 
successfully fight ideas with bombs, but only 
with better ideas and when wlll we learn 
that people In various parts o! this world 
eventually must solve their own problems In 
their own way, based upon their concept o! 
their perception of r eality and not upon ours. 
Our way of life m ay not be for them-is that 
so frightening when you consider that no 
two people on earth are the same? What 
arrogance do we Inwardly possess that seems 
to result In our dictation to others that they 
must stand with us or follow our way. This 
course o! action isn't even possible in an in
dividual family, let alone In a family of 
nations. The only union of nations Is a 
union o! diversity. Perhaps It's true that 
the most powerful are indeed the most afraid. 
I will never allow myself to !:>ecome that !ear
ful and Insecure as to think that our way Is 
the only way. Perhaps It's also true that, 
"whom the godS would destroy, they first 
made mad." I for one have seen enough o! 
our madness In southeast Asia and go on 
record as supporting your stand 100 percent. 
Thank God there are men like you left-
you're the salt o! the earth. If I can ever do 
any thing In my small way to assist you, I 
would consider It an honor and privilege. 

Sincerely yours, 
EUGENE T. BERNHARDT. 

P .S.-Just a thought, If you ever run for 
President, I'd be tempted to vote for you 
once legally, but as many times as possible 
1llegally; I do think we need an opposition 
party, don't you? 

ATCHISON, KANS., 
August 7, 1964. 

Senator w A YNE MORSE, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENAToa: We heard you speak on tele
vision about the recent naval battle off the 
coast of Vietnam and our Government's at
titude toward it. We agree with you. Thank 
you for taking a courageous stand !or the 
right. 

Sincerely, 
Mr. and Mrs. MORRIS NIELSON. 

' 

Hon. WAYNE Mo&SE, 
U.S. Senator. 
Washington, D .C. 

BRONX, N.Y., 
Augmt B, 1964. 

DEAR Sm: I want to express my heartfelt 
thanks and admiration for your-and Sen
ator G&UENING's-courageous opposition to 
the resolution on Vietnam., and your forth
right statement o! our role In that stricken 
area (New York Times, Aug. 6). Yours are 
voices, it seems, In a wilderness o! hysteria 
that Is abetting the dangerous reactionary 
supporters o! GOLDWATER and heading our 
country, our sons, and the world toward 
disaster. 

While there's still time, I pray that saner, 
and even vaclllatlng Members o! Congress 
will see reason-that we will withdraw our 
fleet and armed forces, and negotiate for a 
peaceful settlement, so that we can enjoy 
our blessings. 

Sincerely, 
Mrs. MAE MARQULIES. 

NEWARK, N.J., 
August 6, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : I wish to thank you 
from the bottom of my heart for maintain
ing your position o! sanity in the rnidSt 
of adolescent aggressiveness, and infantile 
possess! veness. 

You alone have had the courage to speak 
out in the jungle that has become Wash
ington. I take this opportunity to co=end 
you. 

This dangerous policy in Vietnam can only 
lead to the horrors that were displayed in 
Korea, and In Hiroshima 19 years ago today. 

May you have the strength and resolute
ness to continue. 

You are not alone In this country. God 
bless you. 

Sincerely yours, 

Senator WAYNE MoasE, 
U .S. Senate, 
Wash ington, D .C. 

MICHAEL V . KLEIN. 

EVERETT, WASH., 
August 5, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : For your position 
on peace, I want to co=end you. 

This is a critical time during which your 
action may determine whether we, the people 
o! the world. will go on living or not. 

Certa inly Vietnam is not our country, and 
our men have no good reason to be there, or 
to die there. If President Johnson wishes 
the voters to see him as a better man than 
GOLDWATER it seems to me he should be lead
ing our country toward peace. If he doesn't 
how can the voters tell him from GOLD
WATER? 

I hope that you can gather propeace or 
prosurvival people together for a voice 
against the war. Again, praises to you !or 
your action against the war in Vietnam. 

Sincerely, 
FLORENCE M. HEMEKE. 

DES PLAINE.S, !LL., 
Augu$t 7, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MoasE: Thank you. Your 
negative vote today on the Vietnam situa
tion makes one believe that maybe there 
are a few intelligent men In Congress. 

Your opposition was magnificent-and if 
only they had listened. How long can we 
continue wtth force and the threat of force 
before the whole thing blows sky high? 

We had bett.er find some peaceful solu
tions and we had better find them soon or 
there will be no one left to know that "we 
preserved our honor." 

We owe a debt to our children to leave 
them on earth where they can grow up 
secure. 

Your brave voice, raised in opposition to 
the folly we are committing In Vietnam, givea 
me courage. Again-thank you. 

Sincerely, 
LILLIAN HAYWARD. 

McCORMICK THEOLOGICAL SEMINARY, 
Chicago, I!l., August 8, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Thank you for your 
outspoken criticism of the southeast Asia 
policy. 

Please continue to press !or a political 
solution in keeping with the policy we ex
pect other nations to follow. 

Best wishes. 
Pro!. CLINTON MORRISON. 

AUGUST 9, 1964. 
DEAR SENATOR: I am proud o! your vote 

on the go-ahead resolution. Strange your as
sociates fail to realize that those people 
after French colonial rule and the Dulles 
"doodlebug,• don't understruRd what they 
have to fight for. 

Too bad that you didn't provide in the 
so-called poverty blll , a give out to educate 
the law makers. 

Personal regards. 
MA'IT BROSSARD. 

COLLEGE PARK, MD. 
DEAR SENATOR MORSE : I want to convey my 

appreciation !or your courageous stand 
age.Inst U.S . aggression in southeast Asia. 
You are one o! too few Senators who rightly 
see the United States as the threat to peace 
which It plainly is. When will I get a chance 
to vote !or you for President? 

For democracy, 
ALLEN SOLGANCH. 

Sr. PAUL, MINN. 
DEAR Sm : Your stand on the role of Con

gress ls a great one, and I sympathize whole
heartedly with It. 

No one man should have the power to com
mit the United States to war. 

Sincerely, 
Lo&EN F . HOLSTE. 

BRIGHTON, MAss., 
August 5, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I should like to tell 
you how pleased I was with your stand on the 
resolution to support President Johnson's 
position on the recent developments In 
southeast Asia. Many of my friends are also 
In support o! your position, and are deeply 
d isturbed that your voice was alone. We had 
voiced our support earlier o! Senator Ful
bright 's proposal to reevaluate our Nation's 
foreign policy, and were disheartened by his 
more recent position on this matt er. 

Although we are in the minority, I am 
confident that the trend Is in our favor, from 
a self-righteous and sanctimonious stand to a 
realistic and practical approach in our rela
tions with other countries. 

I am reminded, sir, o! what has happened 
to the minority opinions o! Justices Holmes, 
Brandeis, Black, and Douglas. Civilization 
does move forward. 

May I offer you my best wishes and hopes 
for a continuing, distinguished career in the 
Senate. 

Sincerely, 
MARTIN JOEL MOULD. 

JEROME B. HEYMAN, 
CONVERTER AND DISTB.IBUTOR, 

New York N .Y ., August 7, 1964. 
Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: My family and I 
wish to congratulate you upon your stand 
concerning the war In Vietnam. 
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Thank God that there la one Senator in 

the tr.S. senate who Is not afraid to apea.k 
the truth. 

Sincerely yours, 
JEROME B. HEYMAN. 

CINCINNATI, Omo, 
August 8, 1964. 

Hon. WAYNE MORSE, 
Senator from Oregon, 
U.S. Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.O. 

DEA& MB. MoRSE: I hasten to commend you 
for your courageous stand on the Vietnam 
situation. You have been one of the all too 
few who stand apart from the Me-Tooers In 
the Congress. Mrs. Floyd and I have read 
and blgbly regarded your article in the 
August "Progressive" monthly, and are re
minded of the courage of the LaFollettes. I 
have been so bold as to recommend that 
Ohio's senior follow your example (Insert 
Senator) in switching party allegiance In the 
opposite direction. 

As a retired teacher of science in the public 
schools of Ohio, I hold a high respect for 
"How" OJld "Why" and have enrolled with the 
Humanists. As a member of a nonexistent 
Senior Citizens Council I have addressed 
letters of opinion to the President and to 
Congressmen. I enclose one to L.B.J. of re
cent date, yet prior to the late naval action. 
I am reminded of Lincoln's spot resolution 
precedJng the Mexican War adventure. Why 
were our warsblps cruising so near to the 
North Vietnam shore? 

However these things may be, we have 
no license to act as the sole conscience of 
the world. As one of the prime movers In 
creating a United Nations Organization, the 
United States should be the first to appeal 

to lt.s authority. We owe to the world to 
implement the authority and status of the 
U.N. 

Who commands the warmaklng forces In 
our Nation? I wouJd like to believe that 
civlllans direct our overkill potentlallty, 
rather than the blgb brass. How long can 
the piling-up of bombs continue. I regret 
that you cannot convert the Senator from 
Boeing. 

Again, thanks for your stand. 
Sincerely, 

FRANK E. FLOYD. 
P .S.-The enclosed cartoon does not apply 

to you. I merely thought that It may be of 
intrinsic Interest to visitors to your office. 

Senator WAYNE MoasE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .O. 

AUGUST 6, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR WAYNE MORSE : I am writing 
to you to commend you !or your fearless de
fense o! the truth and peace In the world . 
It is a sad state of affairs that so few of our 
representatives have the courage to defy the 
war Industries and vote In the peoples' In
terest. Here in California, my representa
tives, for whom I voted, will undoubtedly go 
down the line for war. 

At the time I heard or the President's pro
vocative actions against Vietnam, I also 
heard the news o! the discovery o! the bodles 
of the three young men In Mississippi. The 
President and the Attorney General assured 
us In the past that be had no authority 
legally to Interfere In llfississlppl to protect 
the voting rights of American citizens there. 
But for some strange reason, he seems to 
tblnk that he has the legal right to Interfere 
in Vietnam and even go so far as to send 
American warships 30 miles off the coast of 
the mainland of another country. If war
ships were sent to that distance from our 
shores, I am sure we would feel threatened. 
I don't understand the doubletalk about not 
sending our troops to the South but that our 
sons should be sent to Vietnam to pro tect 
1ohe Vietnamese. 

It 1s obvious that Mr. Johnson ls giving us 
the Goldwater and McNamara proSJ'am and 
leaving us with no alternative 1n November 
but to vote tor war in either case. Many of 
us will sit tbls one out unless a man of your 
caliber can be brought Into the picture. 

All my family and. friends urge you to con
tinue your fight for our Interests. We are 
behind you 100 percent. 

I am sending copies o! this letter to my 
California representatives. 

Sincerely, 
Mrs. VERA MACMURRAY . 

WOODLAND Hn.LS, CALIF. 

NEW YORK, N.Y., 
August 7, 1964. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
U.S. Se11ate, 
Washington, D.O. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: You deserve the 
praise of the people of the United States and 
of the whole world for the statement wblcb 
you made In Congress this week denouncing 
the part which the United States bas played 
In the southeast Asia crisis. 

I hope that your courageous and respon
sible voice will be heeded . 

Yours truly, 
MARK AARON SoNNENBERG. 

ABIQUIU, N . MEX., 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Builcling, 
Washington, D.O. 

A 1lg1LSt 8, 1964. 

DEAR SENATOR MORSE : Your progressive 
article was much appreciated as very time
ly. You will be Interested to know that 
the following telegram has been sent to the 
President of the United States: 

"Grave concern for the deterioration of the 
situation In Vietnam and threatened exten
sion of hostilities prompts urgent recom
mendations that the 14 nations' conference 
be reassembled. through UN. offices." 

Signed by Individuals, as individuals, from 
Colorado, Call!ornia, Texas, Arkansas, Mis
sissippi, Oklahoma, Pennsylvania, and New 
York at FamUy Camp, sponsored by the 
American Friends Service Committee, Ghost 
Ranch, Ablqulu, N. Mex. 

Sincerely, 
MARIE B. FOWLER. 

FAYETTEVILLE, ARK. 
Coples to: Senator J . W. FuLBRIGHT, Sena

tor HUBERT HUMPHREY. 

THE WHITE HOUSE, 
Washington, D.O. 

SANTA ROSA, CALIF., 
August 6, 1964. 

GENTLEMEN: Capitalism ls again engaged 
In Its two favorite pastimes-blood letting 
and lying. The Tonkin attacks did not hap
pen, say the Chinese, and there are excellent 
reasons tor believing them. 

Following two alleged attacks, the second 
of which was carried out In stormy weather 
very favorable to the attackers, the American 
ships suffered not the slightest damage of 
any kind or nature whatsoever. The Chinese 
must have recognized the error of their brief 
incursion into India and would not be likely 
to make a second mistake. Without nuclear 
weapons tbey are, after all, the same as 
unarmed . 

When Hitler invaded Poland the brain
washed German people were told lt was a 
counterattack. Shl.rer In his book "Berlin 
Diary" asked how they could be expected 
to know any differently when all the news 
media stuck to the same lie. I have a sheaf 
of explanations from State on what ls real
ly going on In Vietnam and elsewhere. They 
are notblng but hogwash and deliberately 
Intended to deceive. 

The President's remark that China (with
out naming her) is as powerful as the United 
States gives the clue to what the long-term 

goals are of American capita m, the mo
nopolists, the mtlltaey-lnduiiUial complex. 
They Wish to eventually enga~ie the Chinese 
forces and will immediately qil.ll tor the use 
of nuclear weapons, beglnntJrig with small 
:field vartecy, ln order to c~pe wtth the 
Chinese bolldea. Warmakers la recent dec
ades have deemed. It essent1al i;o try out their 
weapons. Golowa.ter has satcl that ours have 
never been actually tested. ~rhe sug185tlon 
that China with her convent~onal weapons 
ls as strong as the United S11ates Is ridicu
lous. A year :from now, after the sinall 
ones hi!.ve been tried out, the argument will 
be whether t.o explode 10 cir 20 megaton 
bombs on Peking and Shanghai. How could 
the Chinese reply to nuclear loombs dropped 
from as near as a hundred miles away? Giv
en the GoLDWATER mentality t;be situation ls 
Ideal tor testing. 

The Russians are manifestly right In de
nouncing the presence of our warships In 
tiny Tonkin GUl! as hostile a:nd provocative. 
Anyone ca.n see that this has nothing to do 
with rights on the blgh seas. 

Stevenson charges that th.e Communists 
are using methods of terror and assassination 
in southeast Asia. The CL~ ls generally 
recognizecl as the assassins, directly or in
directly, of the Diem brothers. Sihanouk 
pUlled the rug out just In time and ls still 
alive. Nkrumah and Goulal'1t are other ex
amples of CIA attentlGns. 

Senator WAYNE MORSE, a grE•at American in 
this or any era In our history, seems to be 
fed up with American monopoly behavior 
ln southeast Asia. The trlc~;y media never 
fail to say be ls against but always fall to 
give his reasons. 

This morning McNamara ·testified before 
Congress that he doesn't bel.leve there will 
be any further attacks on ,<iunerlcan ships. 
Who should know better? This ls a manu
factured incident from beginning to end 
for the purpose, first, of an Immediate mil
itary buildup In the area, and second, to In
doctrinate the world ln the later use of 
nucle!l.l' weapons. 

Comment, especially unfavorable, is In
vited. 

Respectfully yours, 
I. M. ToMREN. 

WESTPORT, CONN., 
August 8, 1964. 

Senator w A YNE MORSE, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D .O. 

DEAR Sm: My wife and I congratulate you 
on your courageous stand n opposing the 
resolution requested by Preuident Johnson. 

It Is of some solace to k:now that there 
are two brave and honest voices in our Con
gress who oppose our headlong tllgbt t.o total 
war. 

We fully support your stiand and thank 
you for It. 

Respectfully, 
JEAN and LEO A. GORDON . 

SAN F'RANCISbO, CALIF., 
A,ugust 7, 1964. 

President LYNDON JOHNSON, 
White Rouse, Washington, D.C.: 

Strongly protest military action in Gul! o! 
Tonkin and continued provocative buildup 
of American mllltary forces l:r1 southease Asia. 
Our Interventionist pollclei> In this area 
seem calculated to produce 1~ chain of Inci
dents, reprisals, and countei:reprlsalS which 
could escalate Into a fUll-scale catastrophe. 
Many people are asking wlllat difference it 
makes whether GOLDWATER o a liberal pushes 
the button. Others are sayiI1g that continu
ally we reserve our severest repression, at 
home and abroad, tor peoplo of color. As a 
long-time Democrat, I urge that we follow 
the enllghtened lead of !Senator WAYNE 
MORSE and seek a conferencii and a political 
solution to the problems of southeast Asia. 
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CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate August 21, 1964: 

U.S. All< FoRCE 
To be lieutenant general 

Maj . Gen. P aul s. Em.rick 1801A, Regular 
Air Force, to be assigned to p ositions of Im
portance and responslblllty designated by 
the President, in the grade indicated, under 
the provisions of section 6066, title 10, of the 
United States Code. 

U.S. ARMY 

The following -named officers for temporary 
appointment In the Army o! the United 
States to the grades indicated, under the 
provisions o! title 10, United States Code, 
sections 3442 and 3447: 

To be major general 
Brig. Gen. William Donald Graham 020067, 

Army of the United States (colonel, Medical 
Corps, U.S. Army) . 

To be brigadier general 
Col. Norman Everett Peatfiel d 021027, 

Medical Corps, U.S. Army. 
The following-named officer, under the 

provisions o! title 10, United States Code, 
section 3066, to be assigned to a position of 
importance and responslbl!lty designated by 
the President under subsection (a) of section 
3066, In grade as follows: 

To be lieutenant generaL 
Maj. Gen. Richard Davis Meyer 016963, 

Army o! the United States (brigadier general, 
U.S. Army). 

U.S. NAVY 

The following-named officers of the Navy 
tor permanent promotion to the grade in
dicated: 

MEDICAL CORPS 

To be rear admiral 
Herbert H. Eighmy 

SUPPLY CORPS 

To be rear admirals 
Elton W. Sutherl!ng · 
William A. Evans 
Bernhard H. Bierl, Jr . 

To be vice admiral 
Rear Adm. Lloyd M. Mustin, U.S. Navy, 

having been designated, under the provisions 
of title 10, United States Code, section 5231, 
for commands and other duties determined 
by the President to be within the contem
plation o! said section, for appointment to 
the grade Indicated while so serving. 

lNTHENAVY 
The nominations beginning Alfred W. Snell 

to be lieutenant (junior grade), and ending 
Arthur L. Smeland to be lleutenant com
mander, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the CoNGREs
SIONAL RECORD on July 27, 1964. 

POSTMASTERS 
ll.LINOIS 

Robert M. Nelson, Addison. 
Philip E. Talbot, Batavia. 
Eva E. Hall, Butler. 
Roy J. Prather, Catlin. 
Gale D . Pool, Chambersburg. 
Vincent C. Relnema, Chana. 
Elbert A. Hoppe, Chester. 
Carl E. Thomas, Clay City. 
William J . Winget, Clayton. 
Glenn A. Thompson, Denver. 
Oliver E. Sopp, East Carondelet. 
Fred Spanier, Highland Park. 
William C. Lease, Kirkwood. 
Martha A. Gavin, Little York. 

Edward H. Bangs, Lostant. 
Clarence R. Dusch, Makanda. 
Harry G . Miller, Mount Carmel. 
James L. Brummell, New Canton. 
William C. Jones, New Holland. 
Robert L. Wright, Oregon. 
Walter D . Hage, Oswego. 
Mitchell Braun, Park Forest. 
Jerry D. Akers, Pearl. 
Woodrow W. Herrmany, Plnckneyvllle. 
Raymond A . Mylcraine, Piper City. 
Ed,ward E. Remus, Plainfield. 
John E. Phebus, Plano. 
Robert J . Bohnert, Port Byron. 
Walter W. Brown, Preemption. 
J . Donald Roche, Raritan. 
Beverly J. Ebert, Ridott. 
Henry Vanek, Saint Charles. 
Roland 0. Britt, Smithboro. 
Murrell E. Carter, Springerton. 
Freeman R. Nausley, Vergennes. 
Harry M. Moore, Virden. 
George G . Wright, West Chicago. 
Harley B. Hewitt, Western Springs. 
Robert J. Ambacher, Winthrop Harbor. 

OKLAHOMA 
Louella F. Tabor, Carter. 
Robert L. Harrison, Fairview. 

PENNSYLVANIA 

John D. Stroup, Belleville. 

WITHDRAWAL 
Executive nomination withdrawn from 

the Senate August 21, 1964: 
POSTMASTER 

The nomlnatlon sent to the Senate on 
February 3, 1964, of Mr. William I . Haynes 
to be postmaster at Fillmore, in the State 
of California. 
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RIGHLIGHTS 
lBoth Houses cleared numerous bills for President and took an interim 

adjournment until August 31. 

Senate 
Chamber .1:f ction 
Routine Procet:dings, pages 20168-20192, 20281 

Bills Introduced: Five bills and one resolution were 
introduced, as follows: S. 3155-3159; and S. Res. 365. 

Page 20170 

Bills Reported: Reports were made as follows: 
H.R. 2501, authorizing promotion of qualified Re

serve officers of the Army and Air Force to existing unit 
vacancies, with amendment (S. Rept. 1515); 

H.R. 9393, to amend the Social Security Act so as to 
provide full retroactivity for disability determinations, 
and for other purposes, with amendments (S. Rept. 
1516); and 

H.R. 10473, extending program of Federal payments 
for foster care in child-care institutions under the pro
gram of aid to families with dependent children under 
the Social Secuirity Act, with amendments (S. Rept. 
1517). Page 20170 

Bills Referred: Two House-passed bills were referred 
to appropriate committees. Page 20168 

College Aid: Correction: Page D723 of the DAILY 
DIGEST of Thursday, August 20, incorrectly stated that 
S. 3140, establishing programs for scholarships and loan 
insurance in higher education, was passed on call of 
calendar. This bill was not passed. 
Conference Reports Adopted: Senate adopted con
ference reports on tl1e following four bills: 

D.C.: H.R. 121¢, increasing salaries of officers of the 
Metropolitan Police force, D.C. Fi.re Department, Park 
Police, and White House Police (after rejection by 8 
yeas to 57 nays of Morse motion to recommit the con
ference report with instructions to Senate conferees 
respecting elimination of longevity retirement pro
visions); 

Taxation: H.R. 4844, to provide an election to tl1e tax
payer for treatment, for purposes of inclusion in gross 
income of installment obligations acquired from a de
cedent, and releases from liability under bonds filed 
under previous law; 

Taxation: H.R. 5739, to correct certain inequities in 
taxation of life insurance companies; and 

Taxation: H.R. 10467, to continue for a temporary 
period certain rules relating to the deductibility of ac
crued vacation pay. Pages 20204-20209, 20221-20229 

D.C. Minimum Wage: S. 86o, to broaden the coverage 
and improve standards of tlie D.C. minimum wage 
laws, was passed with committee amendment. This 
bill was incorrectly shown in DIGEST of August 20, 

p. D723, as having been passed on call of calendar. 
Pages 20232-2023 5 

Bills Cleared for President: The following bills were 
cleared for President in the manner indicated: 

Migrant farm labor: S. 524, to provide for the regis
tration of contractors of migrant agricultural workers 
(by concurrence in House amendments); 

Fire Island Seashore: S. 1365, providing for the estab
lishment of Fire Island National Seashore, N.Y. (by 
concurrence in House amendments) ; 

Feed grains: S. 400, providing uniform penalties for 
misuse of feed made available for relieving distress, etc. 
(by concurrence in House amendment); 

Riverton reclamation: H .R. 12128, to increase authori
zati0ns for construction of the Riverton Federal reclama
tion project (passed without amendment after Com
mittee on Interior and Insular Affairs was discharged 
from its further consideration) ; motion to reconsider 
passage was tabled; S. 3052, companion bill was indefi-
nitely postponed; · 

Private bills: S. 2170 and 1875, private bills· 
Canadian Exhibition: S. 2905, to appoint a Commis

sioner General for U.S. participation in the Canadian 
Universal and International Exhibition (by concurrence 
in House amendments) ; 

Coin shortage: S. 2950, authorizing the mint to in
scribe the figure "1¢4" on all coins minted until ade
quate supplies are available (by concurrence in House 
amendments); 

Guam: S. 692, autl1orizing establi hment of a Federal 
agriculture program for Guam (by concurrence in 
House amendments) ; 

NtJrses training: H.R. u241, authorizing funds for 
improved nurse training facilities (by concurrence in 
House amendment to Senate amendment); 

D729 
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Arts Council: H.R. 9586, to provide for the establish
ment of a National Council on the Arts to assist in the 
growth and development of the arts in the U.S. (by 
passage without amendment-motion to reconsider 
tabled) ; and 

Leif Erickson Day: H.J. Res. 393, to authorize the 
President to proclaim October 9 in each year as Leif 
Erickson Day (passed without amendment after Com
mittee on the Judiciary had been discharged from its· 
further consideration). Pag"s 20203, 

20205, 20229-20232, 20242-20244, 20254-20255 , 20258 , 
20273, 20278-20281 

Call of Calendar: On call of calendar Senate passed 
seven measures, as follows: 

Without amendment and cleared for President: 
Reclamation: H.R. 130, providing for payment of 

compensation, including severance damages, for rights
of-way acquired by the U.S. in connection with reclama
tion projects begun after January l, 1¢}1; 

Public lands-California: H.R. u594, authorizing ex
change of certain lands in the county of Monterey, 
Calif.: 

Fort Jay, N.Y.: H.R. 9803, authorizing the Army to 
acquire the building constructed on Fort Jay Military 
Reservation, N.Y., by the YMCA; 

Public lands-Massachusetts: H.R. u338, removing 
certain conditions subject to which certain real property 
in South Boston, Mass., was conveyed to the Massachu
setts Port Authority; and 

Public lands-California: H.R. 12278, authorizing 
exchange with Sunnyvale, Calif., of certain lands at the 
Naval Air Station, Moffett Field. 

With amendment, to be returned to House: 
Public lands disposal: H.R. 5159, policy of Congress 

that lands administered by Secretary of the Interior be 
managed under principles of multiple use to produce a 
sustained yield of products and services. 

With amendment and cleared for House: 
Geothermal steam leases: S. 883, to amend the Min

eral Leasing Act to authorize geothermal steam leases. 
Pag.,s20235-20239, 20257-20258, 20272-20273 

Interim Adjournment: Senate concurred in H. Con. 
Res. 359, to provide that when the House and Senate 
adjourn on Friday, August 21, they will stand ad
journed until Monday, August 31, at 12 o'clock noon. 

Senate also concurred in H. Con. Res. 36o, author
izing the Speaker of the House -and the President pro 
tempore of the Senate to sign enrolled bills and joint 
resolutions notwithstanding the adjournment of the 
Congress. Pages 20213-20214 

Public Lands: Senate passed with committee amend
ments H.R. 5498, authorizing sale of public lands not 
needed for Federal program requirements. 

Pages 20258-20259 

Reapportionment: When H.R. u926, to limit juris
diction of Federal courts in reapportionment cases, was 
received from House, the bill was read for the first time, 
but Senator Thurmond objected to its second reading. 

Pages 20259-20267 

Foreign Aid-Social Security: Senate debated pend
ing Dirksen-Mansfield reapportionment amendment to 
H.R. H380, fiscal 1¢5 authorizations for the foreign aid 
program, and by unanimous consent it was agreed that 
when Senate returns on August 31 from its interim ad
journment the bill will be temporarily put aside for 
consideration of H.R. u865, proposed Social Security 
Amendments of 1¢}+ Pag"' 20192-20200, 20209-20213, 

20246-20247, 20250-20251,20259-20270,20281-20284 

Inter parliamentary Union Conference: Senator Sten
nis was appointed to attend meetings of Interparliamen
tary Union Conference at Copenhagen in lieu of Senator 
Lausche, resigned. Page 202s1 

Canyonlands National Park: Senate disagreed to 
House amendments to S. 27, to establish the Canyon
lands National Park in Utah, asked for conference with 
House, and appointed as conferees Senators Bible, 
Anderson, Moss, Allott, and Jordan of Idaho. 

Pages20255-20257 

Confirmations: 3 Army, l Air Force, numerous Navy 
nominations, and 42 postmasters, were confirmed. 

Page 20391 

Nominations: Senate received the following nomina
tions: l civilian; l Army; 12 postmasters; and l post
master withdrawal. Page 20390 

Record Vote: One record vote was taken today. 
Page 20228 

Quorum Call: One quorum call was taken today. 
Page 20205 

Program for Monday, August 31: Senate met at IO 

a.m. and adjourned at 7:26 p.m. until noon Monday, 
August 31, when its unfinished business will be H.R. 
u380, foreign aid, which by unanimous consent will be 
put aside temporarily for consideration of H.R. u865, 
social security. Pages 20211, 20390 

Committee Meetings 
(Committees not listed did not meet) 

NOMINATION 

Committee on the Judiciary: Subcommittee held routine 
hearings on the nomination of Gerald J. Weber, to be 
U.S. district judge for the western district of Pennsyl
vania. The nominee was present to testify and answer 
questions on his own behalf. 
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House of Representatives 
Chamber Action 
Bills Introduced: Six public bills, H.R. 12491-12491); 
six private bills, H.R. 12497-12502; and one resolution, 
H. Res. 871, were introduced. Page 20167 

Bills Reported: Reports were filed as follows: 
H.R. n302, requiring premarital examinations in the 

· District of Columbia (H. Rept. 1845); and 
H.R. 12371, to amend the D.C. Sales Tax Act to pro

vide an exemption from the tax imposed by such act 
for certain operations of the majority and minority 
rooms of the House of Representatives, amended 
(H. Rept. 1846). Page 20167 

Legislative Program: The legislative program for the 
week of August 31 to September 5 was announced by 
the majority whip. Pages 2012s-20129 

Calendar Wednesday: Agreed to dispense with Cal
endar Wednesday business of September 2. Page 20129 

Cleared for President: The following bills were 
cleared for Presidential consideration by House agree
ment to Senate amendments thereto: 

Carr Powerhouse: H.J. Res. 733, to designate the 
powerhouse on Clear Creek at the head of Whiskey
town Reservoir, in State of California, as the Judge 
Francis Carr Powerhouse; Page 20129 

Colorado-Wyoming: H.R. 3672, to provide for the 
·construction, operation, a,nd maintenance of the Savery
Pot Hook, Bostwick Park, and Fruitland Mesa partici
pating reclamation projects under the Colorado River 
Storage Project Act; Page 20129 

Railway Labor Act: H.R. 8344, to amend the Railway 
Labor Act to provide that tl1e terms of office of members 
of the National Mediation Board shall expire on July l; 

Pages 20129-20130 

Washington Terminal Co.: H.R. 8451, to exempt the 
Washington Terminal Co. from D.C. Sales Tax Act; 
and Page 20130 

D.C. life insurance companies: H.R. 8355, to amend 
the D.C. Life Insurance Act in regard to capital of stock 
insurance companies. Pages 20130-20131 

Military real estate: H.R. u36, to authorize the Sec
retary of the Army to pay fair value for improvements 
located on the railroad right-of-way owned by bona fide 
lessees or permittees. Page 20146 

Teton Basin Project: House insisted on its amend
ments to S. II23, authorizing construction of the Lower 
Teton division of the Teton Basin reclamation project, 
Idaho; agreed to a conference requested by the Senate; 

and appointed as conferees Representatives Aspinall, 
Rogers of Texas, Udall, Saylor, and Andrews of North 
Dakota. Page 20129 

Nurse Training: The bill H.R. II241, to increase the 
opportunities for training professional nursing person
nel, along with Senate amendments thereto, was taken 
from the Speaker's table and the House receded and 
concurred in Senate amendments Nos. l, 2, 3, 5, and 6. 
The House receded and concurred in amendment No. 4 
with an amendment and returned the legislation to the 
Senate. Page 20129 

Conference Reports Adopted: Conference reports on 
the following bills were called up, eonsidered, and 
adopted by voice votes and thus cleared for Presidential 
action: 

Liability release: H.R. 4844, to release liability under 
bonds filed under section 44 ( d) of Internal Revenue 
Code of 1939; Page 20139 

Life insurance taxation: H.R. 5739, correction of cer
tain inequities in taxation of life insurance companies; 

Pages 20139-20140 

Vacation pay: H.R. 10467, to continue for a tempo
rary period certain existing rules relating to the deducti
bility of accrued vacation pay; and Pages 20140-20141 

D.C. police and firemen's pay: H.R. 12196, to amend 
the D.C. Police and Firemen's Salary Act of 1958 to 
increase salaries and to adjust pay alinement. 

Page 20141 

D.C. Mentally Ill: S. 935, to establish procedures for 
confinement and treatment of mentally ill persons in 
the District of Columbia, was passed with amendments 
and returned to the Senate. Pages 20141-20146 

Adjournment: Pursuant to H. Con. Res. 359' the 
House adjourned at 3:39 p.m. until Monday, August 31, 
at 12 o'clock noon. 

Committee Meetings 
INTERNATIONAL LABOR 

Committee on Education and Labor: Ad Hoc Subcom
mittee on International Labor Organization heard 
George L-P Weaver, Assistant Secretary of Labor for 
International Affairs. 

PUBLIC IMMIGRATION 

Committee on the fudiciary: Suocommittee No. l held 
a hearing on public immigration, and heard testimony 
from public witnesses. 
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BILLS SIGNED BY THE PRESIDENT 

New Laws 

(For last listing of public laws, see DIGEST, p. D728, 
At4gttst 20, 1964) 

S. 1642, amending in several regards the Securities Act 
and the Securities Exchange Act. Signed August 20, 
r¢4 (P.L. 88-467) . 

S. 1627, enabling the United States to contribute its 
share of expenses of the International Commission for 
Supervision and Control in Laos. Signed August 20, 
r¢4 (P.L. 88-468). 

H.J. Re . ro26, ext nding the time by which a lease 
transferring tobacco acreage allotment may be filed. 
Signed August 20, r¢4 (P.L. 88-469). 

• 
Q: ,. 11R d The public proceedings of each House of Congress, as reported on 17ffSStona rcor by the Official Reporters thereof, are printed pursuant to di.rec-

lj tions of the Joint Committee on Printing as authorized by 
appropriate provtsions of Title 44, United States Code, and published for each day that one or both Houses are 1n session, ex
cepting very infrequent instances when two or more unusua.lly small consecutive Issues are printed at one tlme. 1T The 

Congressional Record wlll be furnished by maU to subscribers, free of postage, for $1.50 per month, payable ln advance. Remit 
check or money order, made payable to the Superintendent of Documents, directly to the Government Printing Otnce, Washington, D.C., 

20402. For subscription purposes, 20 d ily Issues constitute a month. The charge for Individual copies varies 1n proportion to the size 
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ACTION PROGRAM OF THE 

COUNCIL FOR A LIVABLE WORLD 

1965 

THE COUNCIL 
The Council for a Livable World was founded in 
1962 by the late Leo Szilard, nuclear physicist and 
molecular biologist, a leadiQg figure in the conception 
and execution of the Manhattan Project, and the win
ner of the 1959 Atoms for Peace Award. The Council 
is a political organization working for practical meas
ures to produce a livable world and, in particular, to 
reduce the risk of war. It maintains a staff in Washing
ton and, under the guidance of its Directors and Ad
vi ors, conducts a varied program of operations. 

The Council believes that a sma ll group of thought
ful and dedicated persons, united on a set of attainable 
and respons·ible objectives, can significantly encourage 
constructive United States foreign and defense policies. 

The Council asks its supporters to contribute 2% of 
their incomes, where possible, to the campaigns of 
recommended Congressiona l candidates or to the sup
port of the Council's general activities. 

COUNCIL ACTIVITIES 
Each year the Cou ncil recommends to its supporters 
a selected few incumbents or new candidates, mainly 
for the Senate, who, ·it believes, will not only 
support the Administration's construct ive policies but 
will al o pres for improvements in those policies. 

The Council's recommendation take into account 
a candidate's chance of succe s, his need for financial 
support, and the nature of his opposition. The Council 
attempts to concentrate its efforts on those campaigns 
in which relatively modest contributions may be of 
crucial importance in ass isting the cand idate. For ex
ample, in 1962 supporters of the Council contributed 
about $45,000 to the campaigns of eight senatorial and 
ten congressional candidates. Among them was George 
McGovern of South Dakota (the Director of Food for 
Peace under President Kennedy). Mr. McGovern won 
the election by approximately 600 votes. As a Senator 
he ha attracted national acclaim for his thoughtful 
statements on foreign policy and defense spending and 
for introducing legislation which would establish a 
commission concerned with the economic problems of 
conversion from military to civilian spending. 

The Council maintains contact with members of Con
gress and the Admini tration who are deeply concerned 
with the need for arms control and disarmament. Un
der Council au pices, cienti ts and other knowledge
able persons meet in Washington with members of the 
Admini tration to urge them to make specific changes 
in policy, and with member of Congress to suggest 
legislation based on the objectives of the Council as set 
forth in ·its Action Program and po ition papers. Many 
of the e discussions with official are completely in
formal. At other times the Council presents te timony 
or prepares background research for congressional 
hearings or federal agencies. This past year, the Coun
cil ha arranged highly succe ful seminars for Senators 
and their assistants at which many officials of the Ad
ministration have been speakers. 

Study and research ·in the areas of foreign policy and 
di arma ment i a significant activity of the Council. 
Most of these studies culminate in papers which are 
widely distributed in Washington and to Council sup
porters. 



THE CONTEXT 
Alarmed by the overwhelming destructiveness of nu
clear war, the Soviet Union and the United States have 
taken the first steps which could lead to a reasonably 
secure peace. The bitterness of the cold war has begun 
to abate. Agreements have succe sfully been negotiated 
for a limited nuclear test ban, for a hot-Iine between 
Washington and Moscow, and for inspected Antarctic 
di armament. There has been a joint undertaking not 
to place bombs in orbit. Both countries have announced 
reductions in defense spending. A cut-back in the pro
duction of weapon -grade fiss·ionable material sched
uled by the United States has its parallel in the an
nouncement of a Soviet decision to halt construction 
of two plutonium-producing reactor . A bilateral con
su lar treaty has been s·igned. 

Since World War II , the international scene has 
changed so profoundly that the world can no longer be 
thought of as divided into two camp . The Soviet Union 
i triving to reach the l·iving tandard of Western Eu
rope and its society is opening. The countries of East
ern Europe are achieving significant, even if limited, 
independence. Half the world's population has been re
organized under new national governments of marked 
variety. Independent countries in Europe and else
where are pursuing ·independent policies. 

As one consequence, the Soviet Union and the United 
States can no longer determine bilaterally the terms of 
a German settlement. At best, they can establish condi
tions which would encourage the East and West Ger
mans to work out the terms themselves and to guaran
tee that, in any event, no resort to force would be 
efficacious. 

Although the United States and the Soviet Union con
tinue to be adversaries in many respects, this is a re
lationship each could accept with confidence ·in the 
knowledge that both the United States and the USSR 
have at least two vital interests in common: that there 
be no proliferation of nuclear weapons and that there 
be no nuclear war. With time, additional common in
terests will develop. 

With responsible leadership, the nuclear superpowers 
can settle some of their outstanding disputes, can con
trol and reduce their arms, and help conduct interna
t·ional affairs in general in such a manner that quarrels 
within the world community will not become deadly. 
Unfortunately, this is not the only possible course 
which lies before us . Violence in Central Europe, South 
America, or Southeast Asia could lead to United States 
and Soviet military intervention on opposite sides. 
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Should this happen, there would be grave danger that 
nuclear weapons would be introduced and that the 
war would escalate into general nuclear conflagration. 

We have come to a point in the arms race where, within 
wide limits, a further increase in offensive power on 
either side has no great effect on the strategic balance. 
This allow us an opportunity for political adjustments 
and disarmament measures. Yet largely as a result of 
past fear and past deci ions , the United States (and 
presumably also the Soviet Union) is continuing to 
procure and deploy nuclear missiles at a rapid rate. 
Although the rate of American missile procurement 
is scheduled to decrease markedly in the next few years, 
it i still possible that technical innovations will give 
the arms race new impetus which would make it un
ending. The seemingly innocent placement of missile 
defenses about cities, for example, would start missile 
and anti-missile programs vying with each other and 
could precipitate an unlimited offensive versus defen
sive arms race. These developments can be avoided and 
the world can begin to free itself from the threat of 
nuclear war only if the leaders of the United States 
and the Soviet Union in titute and enlist broad support 
for imaginative and responsible policies. It is the aim 
of the Council for a Livable World to help initiate and 
support such policies. 

The United States can no longer rely for its security 
on its arsenal of nuclear weapons or on its ability to 
act independently. There was a time when a govern
ment could defend its citizens by military strength; but 
great military strength can no longer insure the de
fen e of a nation. The military strength of the United 
States has grown tremendously and continues to grow. 
But even as the "superiority " of its destructive capacity 
increases, so does the number of Americans who would 
die in a general nuclear war increase. 

When countries have the power to annihilate one an
other within hours, it ·is urgent that no controver y be
come sufficiently acute to precipitate the annihilation. 
A policy of containing an adversary, of not recognizing 
him, of not trading with him, fails to take account of 
today's realities . In place of containment we must work 
toward interdependence, even while maintaining mili
tary strength. The United ations should be increasing
ly supported as the means of keeping is ues under con
trol. But olving current crises simply gives the world 
t·ime, time to improve and strengthen the fabric of the 
international community so that crises become less 
critical and so that each member of the community 
can better serve human needs and aspirations. The 
more each country benefits from international order, 



the les likely it will be to shatter that order. Intern a
tion a l political change which we have been unable 

to bring a bout by containment a nd isolation m ay well 
be fostered by cooperation and peaceful competition 
between nat-ion . 

orne of the policies advocated by the Council could 
be adopted immedi a tely by our government. However, 
the executive branch ca nnot act in ways for which 

there is in ufficient congrc ion a l and popular support 
even ·if it believes tha t uch actions would be in the 
be t interests of the na tion. 

THE 1965 ACTION PROGRAM 
The goal of the Co11ncil is a livab le world fr ee from the 
threat ofn 11 clear war. In working toward this goal, th e 
Co11ncil finds itself in favor of a large number of m eas
llres, b11 t endeavors to concen trate its efforts at any 
one time on a limited n111nber of objectives. Som e of 
these ohjectil•es are general , reflecting a con tin11ing 
policy; others are specific and change with time. Th e 
c l/rrent action program of the Council follows. 

I. The General Program 
To raise the level of congressional and public discussion 
of foreign and defense policies: 

1. Support election campaigns of thoughtful and re
sponsible congressional candidates willing to speak 
out on the problems of securing a peaceful world. 

2. Provide advice, testimony, and study papers on im
portant issues and support seminar programs for 
congressmen and their aides. 

3. Arrange for legislators and other distinguished per
sons to be heard by the public on issues of foreign 
policy and defense. 

II. The Specifics 
To prevent a new upsurge in th e arms race: 

1. Press the United States government to maintain its 
position against deployment of an anti-missile de
fense system, and to urge the Soviet Union not to 
deploy one. 

To inhibit the spread of nuclear weapons: 

2. Press for treaty commitments to stop underground 
nuclear tests. 

3. Press the United States government to assist in the 
establishment of international denuclearized zones. 

4. Urge the United States government to try to 

achieve an international agreement preventing the 
further proliferation of nuclear weapons. (The pro
posed multilateral nuclear force [MLF) is a much 
less promising route for averting proliferation and 
should therefore not be permitted to stand in the 
way of such an agreement.) 

To rem ove economic obstacles to arms con trol and dis
armament: 

5. Stimulate planning within Congress and the Admin
istration, and encourage the establishment within 
the government of better institutional arrangements 
for making alternative use of resources now de
voted to military purposes. 

To improve the prospects for significan t arms reduction 
by international agreement: 

6. Press the United States government to offer the 
Soviet Union a package agreement which goes be
yond the presently proposed freeze on the produc
tion of long-range missiles and bombers by includ
ing a substantial verified mutual reduction in the 
numbers of these delivery vehicles. 

7. Urge the United States government to tum from 
what is now a propaganda duel over "General and 
Complete Disarmament" and, instead, to concen
trate on working out a realistic minimum-deterrent 
plan under which nuclear powers would reduce 
their nuclear strategic forces to verified and agreed 
smaller numbers of missiles. 

To strengthen constructive relations, encourage devel
opm ent of m echani m s for peaceful settlement of con
flicts between nations: 

8. Press for the abolition of United States legislative 
restrictions on peaceful East-West trade. 

9. Press for the drastic reduction of restrictions on 
travel abroad by Americans and on travel within 
this country by others. 

10. Urge the United States government to develop with 
other governments, advance plans and logi tical ar
rangements o that, upon call by the United Na
tions, international peacekeeping forces can be de
ployed promptly and effectively. 

11. Urge the United States government to avoid escala
tion of the war in Vietnam, and instead to press 
for negotiations on a nonaligned North and South 
Vietnam, either as separate or as reunified states, 
whose neutrality would be protected by firm inter
national guarantees and peacekeeping forces. In 
addition, the United States should place increased 
emphasis on economic aid programs in Vietnam, 
both now and after neutralization. 
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COUNCIL FOR A LIVABLE WORLD,l346 Connecticut Ave.N.W.Washington,D.C. 

MEMORANDUM TO: All Supporters and Interested Persons 

SUBJECT: New Supporters 

You will recall that over the past few months we have suggested 
that you provide us with names of friends and acquaintances who 
might be interested in knowing more about the activities of the 
Council, and who might become Supporters. OVer 6,000 of such 
suggestions were made, and each of these persons received what
ever material on the Council was then current. 

The response from these persons has been so gratifying in both 
total numbers of new Supporters and total amount of money contri
buted that we again ask your help. In the short time that remains 
before the fall elections, we would like to contact as many 
additional persons as possible whom we have reason to believe 
might be· interested in the Council. Would you therefore again be 
willing to give some thought to persons you know who might be 
interested in the Council's activities and provide us with their 
names and addresses on this form. Please try not to repeat any 
name vou have suqqested before. It would be helpful to have as 
many suggestions as possible, and to have this form returned 
quickly, to allow people enough time prior to the elections to 
consider their support. A return envelope is enclosed for your 
convenience. 

Your help will be very greatly appreciated. 

* * * * * * * * * 

(Your name and address) 

Please send information on the Council to the following persons: 

________ You may use my name in forwarding information. 
________ Please do not use my name. 

Name -------------------------------------------------------------------
Address 

Name -------------------------------------------------------------------
Address 

8/12/64 

(Please turn the page to list additional 
names) 



Name ----------------------------------------------------------------------

Address 

Name 

Address 

Name 

Address 

Name 

Address 

Name 

Address 

Name 

Address 

Name 

Address 

Name 

Address 

Name 

Address 

Name 

Address 
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BOARD OF DIRECTORS MEETING 

August 22 - 23 . 

I. Additions to the Board (Doering) ( 

II. Fall Political Support 

1 . Further support for candidates presently 
being reconunended , plus additional 
candidates. 

Attachments: 
List of Senate and selected House rac es ' 
Voting Records of Incumbents 
Information on Contenders 

2 . The kinds of appeals to be made 

III . Implementing the Action Progr am 
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1 • .lb 4 t Gor (D., t:.: ........... 

12. P u p Hc.rt ( D, .~· • ) 

13 .. 
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17. 

T "" rt~ e (D. , I d ) 

Jes ·a d L. . lla .. d (D., a .) 

Hrus a (R. , eb. ) 

Jackso (D. , ash) . 

enneth B. Keatin (R. , Y) 

l • Edwar } • edy (D. , Mas . ) 

19 . YdJ e . :a .. s i ld (D., ont . ) 

2) J 
ard 

a .d Texas . 

Lor e ... dy 

· lhi"i:~ . r (R) 

o: 

:--.) 55 
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20. Sen. Eugo e J . HcCa.r-:.::. D. . ) 

·f Gee (D. Wyo.) 

22. Sd-viin L. Mechem (R., N.M.) 
(former Governor and a conservat've ) 

Frank E. Moss (D, Utah ) 

Edmund S. Muski e (D. Maine ) 

25. John 0. Pastore (D., R. I .) 

26. Hilliam Proxmire (D. , Wise . ) 

27 . Hinston L. Prouty (R., Vt .) 

28. Hugh Scott (R., Pa.) 

29 . John C. Stennis (D., Vliss) 

30 . Stuart Symington (D., Mo .) 

31. Ross Bass (D., Tenn.) 

F'ao ·lock i·rni t11ey r 
a:s.d chai:r.an oi' t 
· r:.vestr:o · fir::::, 

,2. s tou.r.:;d all o:.. 
of ba· .g totally 
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State or Hi ... "1. 1• 
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Jo. 1 Hold -form r State Rep blican C .air .. a. 

~ep . Josep M. ~ontoya ( D) 49 . 

!!:_nest .:::.Jldnson~ 65 (R) former presdc::t of 
Brigham Young Umversi ty ar: · .cad o_ th ·: r~ 

on school system in Utah~ a sto:ll!.ch con
servative. ~1oss 1 re-elction prospects are 
aided vastly by the acccssio~ of Ly.~dc~ 
Johnson to the Presidc!:.cy. Uta:.~ :;T.r ver. 
has a strong conservative~Rep blic.:.::-1 tez.dcr.cJ• 
and the GOP has a pote.tially agressive 0 

articulate canpa:gner i 1-J:.._~in.so~'l . Ee 
is a !T'.illionairs in h.is o~m rights and _ :J.S 

stated he -vrl.ll spend one . -" _lio. o be 
elected to the So.ate. 

U.S. Rep. Cliffo d G. I·fci tire 
voting record 

RorAld R. Lageuex (_ ) 
executive Co .sel. 

v . C:."1.af 

Wilber N. Re~~ (R) 55, former prasid~~t f 
lisconsin University Boar f R e ts 

a moderate Republican. 

Fred Fayette ( D.) 

C~nevieve Blatt, 50, ( D) t .e Stat Secretary 
of Internal Affairs 1mo i s supported by 
Clark and the ":reform11 rl.ng of party in State 

U opposed 

Jean Paul Bradshaw (R) SprinGfield lavr.fer 58 
general counsel and senior vice preside. t of 
Ozark Air Lines . Bradhsa1-t says Sy:ninrrton 
has displayed "98 percent AD.A. l eft r,rl.ng 
voting record in Senate . 11 He is an effective 

ca.paigner and has adequate campaign financing 
He is certain t o cut in sharply in the 
plurality of Symingto~s votes i n 1958. 

Howard H. Baker, Jr. (R) 
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32. Sen . John J . Williams (R. , Del) 

33. Ralph W. Yarborough (D., Tex.) 

34. Stephen :H. Young (D., Ohio ) 

Governor Elbert N. Carvel (D) 54 ( 

Oilman George Bush (R) 39, son of fo~ner 
Prescott Bush ( . , Conn. 1952-63) has the 
support of many of the state's Republi an 
leaders and is regarded as the 11zr.ost 
moderate conservative 11 in the race, He is 
the only Republican candidate nho does not 
advocate unilateral withdrawal fro the 
UN by t he U. S. 

Rep , Robert Taft, Jr. (R A-1) son of the late 
Sen. Robert A. Taft (R. , Ohio 1939-53) and a 
~randson v l · President William Houard Taft 
(R. 1909-13). These family c~edentials , pl us 
his years of service in the U. S. House, 
.ake Taft a strong favorite despite right

wing Gccusations of liberal deviations in 
his generally conservative voting r cord. 

35. Ha1·r i son A. Williams , J r . ( D. • N.J .) Barnard H. Shanley (R) 60, forner 
appoin~ent secretary to President Eisen
hot·Ter . He has made no statements on any 
~ssues but deplores the present state of 
affairs in every co~~try and area knovm ; 
deplores NATO, Southeast Asia is lost, 
upset about Gen. deGaulle; deplores 
everything but has no stated remedy. 
Mai ntains there are only tvro main issues 
of the campaign 1) foreign policy and 2) 

The presidential Campaign could have a Bobby Baker . ltlhile >TOrking vrith Eisenhower 
marked infl uence on this r ace •.••••••••.•••.•• he tried to smear Governor I1inor for his 

BOUSE. __________ _ 

1 . J ohn V. Lind say (R., NY ) 

2. Bradfor d Mose (R., Mass) 

3. Ralph Harding (D. Idaho) 

ADA associations . He is a multi-millionaire 
and that is probably why the party is running 

him as Rep . party is not 1-<ell off in NJ . 
Williams has only his own salary for resow ce 
Williams is the first Democrat Senator since 
1936 and there has never been a Dam.Senator 

who was elected twice in succession. The 
race may be very close and hard, especially 
sin:: o Williams will be tied up in Congress 

for about another month while Shanley is 
campaigning . 

1) Mrs . Eleanor Clark French (D) and liberal 

or 2) Kieran O'Doherty- conservative party 

1) Andrew Benson (D) or 
2) George Arvanitis (D) 

George Hanson (R) 
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EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE MEETING AGENDA 
August 21, 7:30 p.m. 

I. Financial and Administrative Reports 

1. July statement (attached) 

2. Political Contributions to date 

3. Direct Mail #5: Summary Report (attached) 

4. Miscellaneous Mailings: Summary Report (attached) 

II. Report on MLF (Feld) 

1. Senators Letter 

2. Scientists Letter 

III. Preliminary discussion of Implementing Action Program 

1. Conversion- Barber's proposal 

2. U.S. Policy towards China. A possible paper 
(see attached letter - Lewis) 

3. East-West Trade - A possible paper 
(see attached paper - Dyer) 

4. Arms Control Seminar proposal 
(see attached letter - Silard) 

5. Study Paper - Frank 

IV. Preliminary discussion of Fall Political Support 
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BOARD OF DIRECTORS MEETING 

August 22 - 23 

I . Additions to the Board (Doering) 

II. Fall Political Support 

l. Further support for candidates presently 
being recommended , plus additional 
candidates . 

Attachments: 
List of Senate and selected House races ' 
Voting Records of Incumbents 
Information on Contenders 

2 . The kinds of appeals to be made 

III . Implementing the Action Program 



T 1 r~--'- ~ to cor.:.;,.o: ..... -.=:...· ~ -: .... ~0 .2' !~. [; ...... ._~~ "'1~ ~~ , ..... 1 .... ! ..... :L.r"'") · 
-u-.>'' t.:l .;0-2~; lt ~0- 14) J.m. '' · 

. ~ ........ _ -~-1 
4

· ..,.~1 of ."Ls. •• nm ..... n~.:e"'t :o[) ... ·o~ ... .:::.w .io.,; .:rr:. -

• •• :l"J ~t, ;n .... t .... 11 • .-!r ac~l0.1.:i -'J tl ..... J.l· ... .J.c, .. :o . ~-0rc. .... t.. <-Lt -. 1-·!u 

..., .1- )- Lo:'!-_) "-!='.1."11 22. 
- ..... _r...,~ .. J_.._~or .Jgt.:n..::t... ':>.: .::.:_~,. c;:.. .. 1rt .. u 1 .~..:! bt .... :::-

cli~ ... '-~i.. ......... c..:l.!l...: ...... l:.y ~..[.~,.: x ......... .-\13 . R...:J .... cL ..... u 3.;.-!)_ ~!) ,v--,v; 

:'~- ) \V'- ~3. 

-~ l .o htlhvn :a 
.:-:t.:'l.:~ ~V 5~--H rD ·.0-L9; K l.:!-22) Jtily 7 . 

..J. ., :;;-1 :-.1i ..... un f;J_. rr. ......... ..;rniz!r:J 
-0-1'); R 3<N)Jul:r.3. 

0. v."'! P--'-· :..·::m iv-: VC:tL!" ... 1.:i. t~ ";: \ ......... ..-s ..... J. 
... .J.._· ......... 1.0 75- l) .:.5-S; ,~ ::!u - 1~' .. "· 12. 

- L • .::."--' - .... - v.. ,:::) b . .l o·.~.;.;_· \"c""o . F .. u J. ,~ ; 5,-
·., ,.) 5:'-Q; .- t - 27) (63 " '<;;. • ... '~~d to u', .::Tl. _ ') -r. ~

~ - ... 1.:.-~ 1 .. '-'t,.... 'J'..l ......... .= vo ... -bs -P.)·.,)p · ... ~.,).1. P<.:..,.,~ ... • V\~r 
, ..... o : --.J J 6C--, ~" !:- - .1.) \, 4 ")c ... .;;'• .• ..:..!.! .... ....: ....... 0 .J\..;.!"TJ.~.:!) 

;:; ·'-'· 

, •• C..__~,..._, 0 I\,; .::Oii.:::~J~ r \'Ote rej.:.:tin!:._ ._,:n .. uJJn~.: t 0 ... U

.. -..,~_~ -..: _ ... d ~or od:cc.;. const:ructiC.1, tr.:...:..c· . ..,;r~' .::;:1} ~rie~ . 

.. !"c ..... ""' .. .> ._.,-., • .i (D 16- .. ~C; .:\. -~--.. ;, F~,;!:l . ~ . ~\ t.:e Pr ... ~ ...... ..;&"t 

. n V\Jt~d ··y~;;:.u ro b1\2ak tle) . 

2. 7..--.. e "··-~n..:.m ... ;:: top r..:iln ad:n:nistr:tior, civ:l r-~ .... t .. L.!! 

.. J ............ ...:.·r 11 • empO\ . ~ring Attorr:~y C..!n ·::.. to~'-- lnjunc

t D::s ... v nr ... h .... ..:t -11Y c:vil riJht ....... gr~..;d tv 55- .;:.o (0 ::>4-28; 
. ~.--C, . _ret 10. 

->. ..,... .... _.:. .__ .... =--·~~~,..:.1t to provh .• c ourt-:.ppc:nr ... l... rL.fl..! .• :t.."...:S OL 

P1· .... !.., .. :ll ... 1:)' ~.;>po_nk.:l enr·vll; .• t; •• t of5.ccrs to rt.·Y:S~L:.r pr..;r-

...... ,__L .... r :. :o!.lrt h2s ;.oun ..... :J 1 ..... tt~,;rn o:: ."' .. _cu::e of G..i~ 

__ ·moi 1-:.on .. -\~or"ed to 51 - 43 (0 27 - 35; R 2~-8,, i\~~rch ~.; . 

-· 4 ... ....,:.z ... f..;." ..... _l.:.!l . .) ... :":..:) and <>'T.lnts for C: .... ):."L.S~..:J __ •• 

?l:;,S"" ..; ove:- t'!-.. .. ~ic!.:;,t's ve o . a.i c to p:.s.:> ~~S-J9 \J '"jO
L; R 5-:!:>, \~ .. y ~-! . 

;:;. Pr ... --t.: ··'· r. ... ar pr:cc St:?f'Orts o.t 75 -~~cc-· .. v~ p r:.r:r -~ .:ut 

(J.~:..:J ~c y ~0 pcrcenr. P.:~$L:d ~4 - 36 ~.0 .J - -19; '~2 - 17), 

L . .:! . 

~ . h~...,J.e3.~ .f p ... ·rcent t x c_·e ..... :~ a...:.O\ ·ed on div~~~.;n~.- 1n.=om~ . 

A -=~·e~ ~o .J~-- l '0 .>'l-12; R 3-29), Jur.c: 20. 
7. Rt.;-...~ ...... .: --~t,.; .r.-.l. b~-- of !l .... W \\-'O:rkerstob~cuvcrt=:~ bv r:-:.e :nin'-

r:wm \~ _.:: J_.. Rt::ji..!Ct~ .J9-56 (D 19- +4; R 20-1~,. nug. l7 . 

.) . .. ... ~......:.::-...t -.~ .... 1_ ~- .. s finar.ccd ~y .... :1 incr~.::.se ::-,the Soci~l Securiry 

3 . 

p ... yr0~~ t-~= . .. ,~;ecrt,.; -14-51 (D ~~3 - 19; - 32 1, , ..... g. ~3 . 

, 

.... LJ. a o::uoos-..J. to r.._·v~l~~ rule 22 to ~r.3.bl Lh!"-~-fif;:hs c: ~ .. ~ 

::;... ~o~-.:;; ··c.~i:;_~ (in-~edd of two-thir.Js) to .invo:~e clo .. urt . 
1-CJ to 50- , (D 32-31; R 18-15), J:m. 1L 

•• ..::l_ ....... r~..;; rt;,:..;..~;: Co~.zr~ ...... lon .. .l app.:::-opri .... ttor:::.;, r ~~t.::r ..... n 

:: ..:ct T:reJ.SL.:,:y finonc .. .,g, i.o: thrl.!..: ar.::~ red-..;v~lvprr.t:nr fund.::. . 

hl.;_...:!CL..:J ~5--:9 (!) !6-47; R 29- 2,. ~arch 1~ . 

..i:iun . .::>lr'""._. ..... n .::. -:!"ner~ ... e-ncy teed gr;,..u1s progr.: :1 of 1901 . 

f,e;1ort agc·eea to 58-31 (0 .;7-9; R 11 - 2~).!\:.,rch 2~. 

-: . ~.:s~r..ct ex--r ... r.sion w! n1ir.~r.1um wo..;e cov..!r~~ .... f\2:J.:: .... t...: 39-

56 ;n 20-43; R 19-13). April19 . 
.J , .'-. ... tt:J::.ze s~.S50,0CO.OOO in grems to St te:>fo!·pub!ic schools 

a~ .... tc~che:-.;' ~~1~rir.;:ti , Passt,;d ..;~-34 (D "Tl - 12; R 0- - -), 

;,Ia; 25 . 
6. 1'.~1opt 1·epu~r. outhorizing ... ·LSR bill 1 ~J:l ifl hou i'"' prr rrams 

01~: four y~ .rs. -''5r"~J lu 5:J-.~8 (U 4~- 1 
; ' ->-~7 ), Ju '" 2H. 

7 . • ~,1u.:::e -~-=~- st:!te to rc:pay c.Jvanc<:s uno..,:· .h-: Te purary 

E:\'t.:ondcd C1 ..... mp oy:ner.t Compensation Act .)!t!ly .:.rom t~x~s 

1n ,x.;~d within rh:t sto e, rathe1· tt ... n use .. pvo ing" prlncl -

p .o. R-:j.,ct.:!~ .,2-.,.; (D lc-39; 26- ::>) , 1\:;;rch 16 . 

CC' • ~ ,... ~ 11,1}.;..' " »T ~-" ,..-:. 

··-·~~~t •J ...., .............. ~-.......... , 

v ...... 

S. - ... nJ ~o.· I,;. ~:ctri:: ..._.t.;:!"h ... "u~L"!g f....,. Lt :.;r i~ .... ~or~ 

r...:i.~ l,..c. c-;c\..t(;d .:!o - 5~ ((i 1!- .; .{~5-6. Jv .. ) lc.. 

9 . ... .... 1 ......... t._J.J:opr!,.._ c .. s for .. r ..... ..)~·:~..;_, ... .~ ..... n .. !...~.~::.:1 :"L:::..:! . 

-•~,-. ~j J'i-56 (D lo-4J; • ::!3-IOJ, Aub. 1L. 

... 0 . ...l.. .. .._Ul.f(! ~mployt:;rs of !v1cx~~<.J.n labv:c~r.s to p .... y .--;;t..ti::: or C ...... -

tv ~ \).l ...... s . , ~!"(!Cd LO ~~::!-~~0; (D 3~-::!0; P. o-.!0 , ~ ..... Jt. 1 ... . 

... ... . .....~.t;,..., ... t. -· Hn .... c_.::d a1·~as ~'..:og=-~--n.) fo.r o:;;~ ....... r .1. .. 1:".:1,.; ... · u .. 
t J. \~ ....... .t.: ..,Q--.. 5 (D ~5-21 R 5-2· .. , Sept. l2 . 

1:::! . 1 to Lf,\ ~ ,;... c .rc c:: .... Ht.: o.·, "" .. t; .. ~on to ;:.u;• i _;:- ._ 

,;-~ c.1: "6.,._ ·t, t,, ,__,,.. ....·u.eo ~o J.l •. ill \..oiV ... d c ... E:jCCh..: 

en--->\'-' - 0-.:<>; R I - d1, S<:pt. 19 . 

1 . rr :h.:. .. ::~ f 0P) C~..;;r..n!L-::~ .1 1">~11 t.V !)lac£ lrbnr Aff ir) c::.r..: 

rL •• ... ~C ... ..~ . ................ ~..= ... . ~,1..!_...:~,;.-....:i_. ~ .. - -58\'""-~- .... ...:.; 
ti- _a , r ct. ~u. 

2. ~nvc.::.~ '"J.Utl. ... ~ o .. biL. 1:'\.:'<J.L ... ·i._t:> th .. t c:.nyo~·.c -.111 J"! ..1 :,i ... -

o;..r ... G ... ~..: ............. 3. v:l :nu.~t !.x..: pJ..-:l-.:..~c. .n ... Lr'- ~o.J...:/ t. __ ~o vu~;; ... ~ 
~~.; "'....... e1~.,....:r ur . .:; . .t\Ljec..:tccJ-::..:-v:! \l 1!-::.2; D31- ..... 0;,, 1 .... y 1 .. 

0. .1( ..... ,c:'lt w :: ........ ..: ""P-r.l ~:-l~nt .;;..;prtr-m .. no;. .... rr,..::ht p.:o-

~"'" .... :-.1 fu:- fc,_l.,; grai::.6 . . ·\;:re~~... ~,.u~6-..,7 ( .. , u-:Y; "li;v-v,, ~.~ ... ,· 
~4 . 
• ~.ot.t.O ... , __ (' 50 •.• :lllo~ f<:l:r a .:..tunC:.-..~y pu.u ... ~c . ~-!· ... pro

0
rG-rr:: . 

J. L-· to 37-~6 (R 0-~·; D 37-7), ~~~~/ 2.>. 
5. Bs.r .:ul for~;; .. _ _,71 ::PC .nclud.!ng L .... r:;l tit.rp .. ·~t... ... , to c:ny Com

mL!I'...: ... : or .~arx.:. .... - ..... umi;'l ted co ... ntry . . ..,.:...:;~,..j to 57-~-t (. 
23-6; D A-18), Ju.,.: 6 . 

6. Pcm~ . ..~. t~ . .: ?::;:...-:s: ... l.- •• 0:. llr .... :- cerLOJ..n .=1r..:uu·.at ~cs .. o ..... ~ ,J_· 

... \e .r,Jl'J.:. food tu Cvrr.I7li..ou.:.: countrie.::; .. · .. .::. ... ~~c. :0 ~v- v.; 

( .. 1~-15; 0 37-19), June 7. 
'i . ~..,.c .. iCi"' to t3J1~ (kil!) r~v:.~.:u:1 to pr0v~C~ r.:e Ll-t.l core ~or:.~,..;. 

;,l · .. un ......... ..: Soci~l s~curity . ~ J0p:t.:..:! 5:::-":iu V" .:! ... -5; D ~l -~~::.1. 

Ju.yl7 . 
~- !nvo:,.~ clotur to ... ,~:..r c~: 2~,..;.!: ...... ~,. v."' C.c .. r.r-:t! . .ica_...):ts :S.:.:c.J:::~ 

•. ·'· At;r.;,,.:l to 63-27 (H 34 - 2; 0 :29-~5), Au;s. 1~. 
9. Dl.,;l. ... .tc f .. ·um L.u: bill .-J pr...Ni3ion for 20 p~r.:c::t w:t~~·1ol .. n.; 

..... : d:viu~n<i-int-:!~·esr p3.yt .. e~t~ ...:nc! in.::icrt ~ req.;lre:r.~::.: th..lt 

co.o.·po 11t1orl.::> -Bpo:::-t 6vidt,;!::C- inL£..:r .... : paJ'r:"lc;;;!l~~ in CAC.:(...S-'3 of 

.o p.;r ~='":r"on p..:r ye.1:· . ,.~e~~ to 6 -10 ('' 3~-l; D 24-19). 
~ .. ug. 29. 

10. .-\rr.e:-: ...... !lcnt to Tr _..,. _ Expans!cn .~ .. ct to restore ' .. ~:·il point'· 
proc..;du •. :e. 1\...:j~cteo 3d - "";O (R 25-0; D 13--~0 , Sepc. 3. 

11 . Inc ... -,: ... ...;~ lvrt,;ign aid :.ssisrancl; fli...'i.lj by .:)785 rr ... ~i.lo~ . A~re .... tA. 

tv ~7 -:?s (R 1.;-12; ;J 33- 16), Occ. 1. 

1 . ~Jcu. .. !y ruk 2: (clutu .. :,.._;) to p.?r ... n.:. .. thl"c~- .. : .. ths cf s .... ~;...ro .. · ~ 

pr-\:.!s~:tt .1 ..... vorir.g :o lJ_n~i C.;;bat..! . Rej6c~~d S~ - .;2 (R lb -

15; 0 36-:~7), F<:b. 7 . 
2 . 1.1::ss Tr;...;~.::porta~~on Act. ~uthor~zin,; $37.:> :nil!1nn far st~te 

~r.d 1 )Cal progr:::ms . Pas.scd 52-41 (R 6 - ::!~; D ~u-_-: .~ .~.;J!":. ~

:; , E~tilhlish Yourn Employment Program anC: Ycc:h Cc;-.o;,::·.-~ 

lio .. Corps. P1."3e~ 50-34 ~~ 7-~C; 0 -,3-1-:), _ :: 10. 
"T . Inc::-eas_~ :::..r.:a rede:velop:11ent :nc.. y .... -.. .;S .:. m.~ . .. o:1 . .;:.s.;;\,; .... 

bc~- 30 \;1. 12-21; 0 53-9), June 26 . 
5. T ble (k~ll' nme!'!J., e;-:t .1r0 u ti~t .... -..: of ·· J .ral : ... :-"" .... Lo ta 

construt."'t ;.,..!greg ... lcd hosp!~ .. .::; . L\;:rt,;~d to ···=-,-;7 (R - ~~..:; D 

-:3-13\,, ug. 7. 
6 . Lst ... .J~ -..~1 1 :utio:-1.::1 Serv·ce C:)r~s • .JLthc:"iz~.; ~!5 r::lE.c:1 !6!'" 

two y~nr3 . P:13sed 47 - 4~ (R 3-:.o; 0 ,.,-16), r.t:;;,. H . 
7 . t::sw~ .. i:;.~, scvt.:n-!11 .. ~n arb:t::J.uon b0J.rJ to -:c:::.o~v..: r..;.tl.cc.::.J 

wo:·:,-rules dispute. Pass.od 90-2 (R ~9-_; D 61-~) •. -.u.; . '27 . 

8. Lim!ted ;\ucl.,;lr Test B:-.n Treaty. J:\~r;tt"d CO- : 9 ,'R _5- 8; 

0 55-ll ), Sc;pL 24 . 
9. C dc;vclopmc;nt loans for fiscal 1964 tu ~-·~0 1r.:.Lon, r<.;>~-1 

11..!1'11~ "U'1 '1rizalion for lo.H~~ ft~ .. fJ _ 1 1 1GS a~ · t t;-. 

I IIi l ·I,{ lt) (fl 1 ~ l J ' J) ,, /' J /t t I. 

10 . ~-hoJify S..:nu.t~ r!.:ctncliwnti o:t <-1.Hl tu ··o.le.t:Jr"--=.b • .o~td'' ,, .• Jl.t..;,..~. 

r,cj~ctcd 32--.t6 (R -4 - 23; L· :28-:!.;,), . ov. 7 . 
1 . Redt.;cc:; N.\SA f~:-.ds by ~90 I!t! llon . . Ag1·eec! to .;Q- 39 (R 15- o; 

D ~2-31) , . 'ov . :::c. 



so 
r.~c. jc.~ 

_.~.... .. 

Co.:. 

........ }- . ~ -·:-~~- J 

Lo~J 33, :Z~pu !ic~ ... • 
.1 ~..:::ci: .. y~,;ars: b(...;.vc ,\•.it.. • ..._ 

Goverr:ur.::;' :s0..;.~.s in e..:..ch e. c. .~.o ... , 

.! C~---- ._r._ ::-: L •• ..._ su~v ... g Ikrl10L..~.~ ...... ['!'1 J -

-· .\·-,, - G.Jv..!n:orsh.p" -- 18 nu 1 Demuc·-.. c, 

L.; .. 1 -- a.-.; ~,) • 19o-•. "-m eve..• sp r of~!-_ ·o 
~- t.::; • ........ ~~cc c.;. .:: - .:::.(;'"'"t Rc:puJJ. ... .......... i ..:> .... : ... 

J. Clenn ::.,, k.l (" • .) . 
.\) • vo • ,_ 

S -.... h... s ........ t ... P ~~ .. ~ ..... 

....... c •. ._.d \"'\ .... , .• ), ~.:: ~ 

-~2! -• .) . 

!y ......... ·"' .., .. "or . .._'") 
. T ..; <.~l, :- h\,. ·bL.:: .... n 

..::., t ·-· f S....:. ~. .._U-\J,.::: 
Q,;; .. J...; ... . . ~ ............ . 

Hoa \.:.. ..... ~ _ L >to .. : e:~ct:u. 1-. 

1 5-. c . .L"l ,:; c.. .. .,:)tric .. -by-~...:~rr_ ........ :L.~..J. ~1 

..1 L .... .,l ~ mi 0 ht be ... _~r '"- C •• :1 ..: !..1 ~uL 

o of '257 D~mocr;..,;, ._. .7._.. -:--~bhc~ .. -~ 
..t .JC .. ;:.:n):r. .s.:ou: 

J.::'- ~~ .... ~in.._: L~-2 ~ _.t,.:a .... / L~. ·6 e ""'\,.:! 

1 J \... ~..o ..... V' ...... ~, 2.~ c: . ~ .......... - b : 

c 

• 
1 

.. ~ ~.;,:,..{,3 \. .d~--... 0 •. ), 

• .> .... ~cL.=-c,t.' b .. :~ ~ ). 
• -· __ .J_,_ (.,·a:. ..•. ~). 

1h·r u7 ~-- c
_.,;6.,, 3: 5 ~-~ -- :::6 r.0\1 

•c; ' 

_ { 6l:C.~S : ~. \ .. ii (Fong R), Ir:Ciu. '"a ' .. : ...... ·rke 

• , • ...:\>' • - x ~cu 1-1 • .:c; . .:r:1 R\, , onh D..:kma ( ~! ~ • .::.k '"'), 

Lt~:, , ... aD"\,_~ ... , (. cC~..: 0). 
~ m. T ~.- •• em 3 s~ ,_): •'cw ':c-::k (Kc-L •.. _,) , 

O.uo .::,), Pc.nr..sy.v-niJ (Scorr). 

~"- Rept.~ J.c- "~~s,: .'U"izona (Go'~. nc:~·), Dcl.l-

\\ __ ·c:(\ --:Tf:".'l::>), , .;Jl", o;k<- \!-l..ruska), Verrr.0 ... {L·o· ry). 

It .. .:i l!1t-res~1PJ to not..: thJ.t amo:1g tr.~ Sc:nJ.ror::, Lp 

f r r"t.:-de.:!ion, 0:1!y :r.:e:: •. 1 •• ppoinc._e Her· err"'· Wa~
:.:.·s (D ·.-.;r,n.) anJ aili:lg Clair E·wle (D C3li!.) are \'Olun

r c·ily ;:-eriring :.1 1964. l:1 ::c ..... t.on, not_ sing!~ Sen •e 

~Vr:"l!'":"'ittcc c~ni:cr:1..1n app~ ·s to t ..... ce a .... iL.i..:.ult rl!-e t:c 

t.o.~ .rl...:. 
1 r:: fcvt R~pu:)l:...:ar:.s v/ .o \Vcre able to \(aj-JS ... nd ..... e 

, ':15!! Th2mcc:-<:!tic 1::::-!C:,;lide appe::.r ro be in a ., .... uc. ~~,, •• o:1 

w w.n rc-dccrion w rh the po.,s.ble exception uf Se •. 

c .. 

~~ •' t I I II f' 

r t f' .. r:) on•ro! unly. The s:a:c:·tJ/. ~ac .. rm 

'"·•'·'~~ o:s l..oLe ~.:nc..t..s pr •.•• r) .;;pvs~t, '·· 

... 

... rr 1'.; 
! ~P '• .._._._ ... .~->.H ... ..._._.__.._. ' j 

._-u ..... uu 

!_ ......... :. ~J 

.... u_ ... _._. .• ...... 7 

s~:::'-'::_·._r:::. '257 

~\. .... tJL l! ......... r:.::> _7u 

51 
9 
9 
7 

-_6 

25~ 

1:0 

I 

8J :s 
!l.J 

' . --
;) 

~~ .. :r....;-
n~\E'.:_ ~ ut ... ...: ::.8 

u · c .c:>:. J.r._ .. 

L fi, .1 

:-.0 "173 

Lo•·1 

~~s _57 

In !'\.~2:- to cc .!rol the r.~ ... :t r .. ~~ c o_ ~cpr..::.scr.t~ -

dJ_sJ r... ?:::rrty .. :....;~t v.L ...... t lc .... .st 218 o .. t .. ~ -.3.) se· ts. 

1~ us, _ve the R,_J 1 /_c:...n pa-·ry \/L .• :8 ~.-.J ,,·., ~l1 t .. ..; 

S ._ .S CL- ·c.. J ~l .... S.Sitltd Dcc::,tru~, lt VIC .... .,,_: ..... __ 23 v~ .... -3 

shu_·t of .e 2 ..~.8 rec:eireJ to organ!:. .. :. 
I.:_: ..... .J' .... :.lc.:::=tts \'el-l: :_o r.'·e r_l! tl'e.J.-:;.!_· .. i .... 

1 s ........ ts, 

.. ~ cy \,c ... j t .... ~.~ a ~ot .... I of 278 oje'-;: ~ t:\._ ..:~a ~ ....... n t ..::y 

Ld 4 n l .59-60 fu)!oN: .;; th<! 195 ~ D.')rno::: • .-nc ~ ... u!'~l 

swe~ p. S ··'-' oi t!~~ 30 seots w .ic:. Lc:~J1 Rcpt..!:llicJ.r: coL.' d 
c.!so o D~..::no~r:ltic 1n .S\Vt.,;;ep, of C0ur ....,, . -~ .. .~.:-.(; tt.~ 

D~mcc:.--_. up :::J r bcyon L: • ..:.r 8, c.1 Cor.,.·~"" !eve: •. 

a ?J. ry 
exist.:;:). 

" 

... ....... 'i .... :::: 

hut t!:\.:! r.e) ~u ~e v J] h .... \~ 

H )U•, VOTF J.'OllEf• ' 

. !• .I y l l 
19<0 

,..,., •• ·'"'"'- • c. •• 



What's Next For The Council 

" No society, no governmental apparatus, has given the people 
of the nuclear weapons states any role in deciding when and 
where these nuclear weapons may be used, if ever." 

Carl Marcy 

In this spirit and to this end, the renowned physicist, Leo Szilard, created 
the Council for a Livable World . He understood the ultimate control of 
nuclear weaons could depend on the political process; in a democracy that 
means the people; in a representative democracy that means the people 
speaking through their representatives in Congress and the President. 

The Council 's Washington Program is not as susceptible to direct par
ticipation by Council Supporters as were the election campaigns. What com
es next involves Council legislative work on such subjects as the cruise mis
sile, the command and control of nuclear weapons, the dangers of a 
pluton ium economy, and means to strengthen international controls over the 
proliferation of nuclear weapons. We will be assisting Senators in developing 
legislative proposals , preparing witnesses for legislative hearings, testifying 
ourselves , keeping Senators informed on issues of concern to the Council , 
and monitoring the performance of Council-supported Senators on crucial 
votes. 

REPORTS will inform you of Council activities, focus attention on pending 
issues, bring occasional interviews with Senators, provide background ar
ticles, occasionally ask for your help on close votes, and acquaint you with 
the sometimes strange mores of the legislative process. 

Symington On The 
Bureaucratic Obstacles 

To Nuclear Arms Control 
Bureaucratic chaos has created a "nuclear mess " in Washington with 

which the new administration, Congress and the Council must cope. 

Symington (D-Mo.) is the only member of the Senate who has served 
simultaneously on the Foreign Relations Committee, Armed Services Com
mittee, the Joint Committee on Atomic Energy, and the Aeronautical and 
Space Sciences Committee. His unique Senate service, going back to 1952, 
makes his comments on nuclear problems especially significant. The 
following analysis was delivered in a farewell address at Harvard University 
on October 13, 1976. 

January 3, 1977 



At the National Level 

"In Washington, an ever-expand ing network 
of bureaucracy, with confusion, duplication, 
and lack of direction makes any real progress 
in national and international energy planning 
and control virtually impossible. 

" ... Executive decision-making in nuclear 
matters is currently spread among twenty-one 
different federal agencies and councils. 

" No agency is sure how it fits in, or just what 
is its actual authority. 

" As .... illustration of how the mess 
develops, consider the 197 4 reactor offer to 
both Israel and Egypt. Even though the AEC 
(ERDA's predecessor) , the Defense Depart
ment, and the Arms Control and Disarmament 
Agency . ... should have played major roles, 
the State Department apparently was the only 
agency involved in evaluating this complex and 
controversial affair. 

"In the Congress nuclear matters are divided 
among at least nineteen committees in the 
House and Senate. Many ... have overlapping 
interests; again , with little or no true coordina
tion and a good deal of competition . . . 

"The Joint Committee on Atomic Energy has 
... a major role in overseeing our domestic 
nuclear problems; but has given relatively little 
attention to the growing problem of nuclear 
exports and nuclear proliferation. 

" ... Other Congressional committees, par
ticularly the Government Operations Com
mittee, have had open hearings and initiated 
legislation on nuclear export and non
proliferation policy. 

"Another committee, the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee, wh ich presumably has 
responsib ility for reviewing all treaties and 
agreements , under present rules and 
regulations does not even receive nuclear 
agreements, let alone review them ... " 

At the International Level 

"Countries which supply nuclear equipment 
and materials have been unable to agree upon 
a common set of rules to ensure that nuclear 
energy will be safeguarded for peaceful uses. 

"The only international agreement in 
existence which seeks to control the prolifera
tion of nuclear weapons is the Non
Proliferation Treaty. 

" .. . Any member state can withdraw from 
said Treaty with nuclear weapons practically in 
hand; in fact, any State can do so formally by 
giving ninety days notice ... 

"Consider also that several countries ap
parently on the threshold of having their own 
nuclear weapons don 't even belong to this 
Treaty. 

"The only international organization con
cerned with ensuring that nuclear materials 
and equipment are not used for weapons
making is the International Atomic Energy 
Agency (IAEA), . . . As a regulatory body, 
however, its authority is severely limited. 

" ... IAEA inspectors only see what the host 
country allows them to see. They have no 
authority to seek out 'undeclared' or clandestine 
facilities; and the inspection equipment they 
have is admittedly inadequate. 

" Even if the IAEA ... could monitor 
thoroughly all nuclear facilities in this world ... 
it would still be unable to actually thwart any 
detected diversion of nuclear material. It can 
only report , through its Board of Governors, to 
the United Nations. 

" . .. This Board of Governors includes coun
tries which themselves have taken major steps 
toward nuclear weapons .. . as Brazil and In
dia. 

"That is where we are today from the stand
point of nuclear control ; a system of inspection 
- and a faulty one at that - superimposed 
upon an otherwise uncontrolled exploitation of 
nuclear energy by a rapidly growing number of 
countries." 

In light of Senator Symingtrin's observations, a 
priority task for the new administration will be to 
proceed rapidly with promised reorganization plans 
to bring some order to the nuclear chaos in the 
Executive branch . 

First steps are being taken in the Congress to 
remove the chaotic dispersal of committee respon
sibility in the nuclear field . Senator Stevenson (D
Iii.), a Council-supported Senator, is a leader in ef
forts to re-organize the Senate, not only in the 
nuclear field, by starting with the abolishment of the 
Joint Committee on Atomic Energy, but by re
defin ing the jurisdiction of all Senate Committees. It 
will be a tough job and , to coin a phrase, Senator 
Stevenson has some baronies by the tail. 



Lest He Forget 

At the United Nations on May 14, 1976, President
elect Carter said , 

" . .. A mutual balance of terror is an in
adequate foundation upon which to build a 
peaceful and stable world order." Carter's 
emphasis on the problems of nuclear prolifera
tion points toward a more active national policy 
and new initiatives in this critical area of Coun
cil concern . 

In San Diego, California on September 25, 1976 
President-elect Carter said , 

"As President, I will take the following ten 
steps to control further proliferation: 

1. I will call upon all nations to adopt a 
voluntary moratorium on the national sale or 
purchase of enrichment or reprocessing plants 
- a moratorium which should apply retroac
tively to the recent German-Brazilian and the 
French-Pakistan agreements. 

2. I will make no new commitments for the 
sale of nuclear technology or fuel to countries 
which refuse to forgo nuclear explosives, to 
refrain from national nuclear reprocessing, and 
to place their nuclear facilities under IAEA 
safeguards. 

3. I will seek to withhold authority for 
domestic commercial reprocessing until the 
need for , the economics, and the safety of this 
technology is clearly demonstrated. If we 
should ever decide to go forward with commer
cial reprocessing , it should be on a mul
tinational basis. 

4. I will call for an international Conference 
on Energy, to provide a forum in which all 
nations can focus on the non-proliferation 
issue. Such a Conference must also explore 
non-nuclear means of meeting energy 
demands of other nations so that no state is 
forced into a premature commitment to atomic 
power. 

5. I will support a strengthening of the 
safeguards and inspection authority of the 
IAEA and place all of our own peaceful 
domestic nuclear facilities under those 
safeguards. 

6. I will seek to renegotiate our existing 
agreements as a nuclear supplier, many of 
which were entered into before we began in
sisting on reprocessing safeguards and which 
are now inadequate. 

7. I will take steps to ensure that the U.S. is 
once again a reliable supplier of enriched 
uranium - the fuel for civilian reactors which is 

unsuitable for weapons - by supporting 
enlargement of our government-owned facility. 

8. I will explore international initiatives 
such as multinational enrichment plants and 
multinational spent fuel storage areas which 
could provide alternatives to the establishment 
of enrichment or reprocessing plants on a 
national basis. 

9. I will redirect our own energy research 
and development efforts to correct the dis
proportionate emphasis which we have placed 
on nuclear power at the expense of renewable 
energy technologies. Our emphasis on the 
breeder reactor must be converted into a long 
term, possibly multinational effort. 

10. Finally, I will follow through on my belief 
that the United States can and should negotiate 
a comprehensive test ban treaty with the Soviet 
Union, and reduce, through the SALT talks, 
strategic nuclear forces and technology. 

11 . I will encourage the Soviet Union to join 
us in a total ban of all nuclear explosions for at 
least five years. This ban would include so
called 'peaceful nuclear devices'. " 

The New Senators -
Who Gets What and Why 

Eighteen freshmen Senators, six of whom were 
supported by the Council, must now sort out the 
pecking order in what has been described as the 
world's greatest deliberative body. 

On January 4, the class of '77 will be sworn in as 
United States Senators. The impact of the new 
Senators on the foreign and domestic policies of the 
United States for the next six years will depend not 
only on their abilities, their personalities, and their 
votes, but also on their Committee assignments. 

Council President William Doering on November 9 
wrote to each new Council-supported Senator: Den
nis DeConcini, John Melcher, Howard Metzenbaum, 
Donald Riegle, James R. Sasser, and Paul S. Sar
banes, congratulating each on his election and 
calling their attention to vacancies on Senate Com
mittees whose jurisdictions are germane to Council 
interests: 

• Foreign Relations: 3 vacancies (the seats of 
Mansfield , Symington and McGee) 

• Armed Services: 1 vacancy (Symington) 

• Appropriations: 4 vacancies (Pastore, McGee, 
Mansfield , and Montoya) 

• Joint Committee on Atomic Energy: 4 vacan
cies (Pastore , Symington , Montoya and 
Tunney) (Note: this committee may be 
abolished.) 



Dr. Doering alerted Council supported Senators
elect as to how to make their preferences for Com
mittee assignments known to the Democratic Senate 
leadership. What happens from now on with respect 
to a variety of assignments in the Senate depends 
upon a melange of factors - ranging from the 
alphabetic ordering of the January class, to the date 
when the Senator's State was admitted to the Union, 
to the previous public service of each member, and 
ultimately to the decision made by the Democratic 
St~ering Committee. 

The old seniority rule by which the Senators with 
the longest continuous service got their pick of Com
mittee assignments has been modified in recent 
years by the so-called (Lyndon 8 .} Johnson Rule. 
This is not much more than an understanding that 
each freshman Democratic Senator is to get a seat 
on at least one major Standing Committee. No more 
is the new Senator, as prior to the Johnson rule, 
relegated to membership on a minor Committee 
such as the District of Columbia or Post Office Com
mittee. 

Senate Republicans in determining Committee 
assignments follow the recommendations of their 
Committee on Committees. Eight Republicans out of 
18 new members will therefore be competing for 
Committee assignments. 

Of particular interest to the Council will be the 
selection of the Chairman of the Subcommittee on 
Arms Control , International Organization and 
Security Agreements (formerly Arms Control and 
Disarmament}. This subcommittee of the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee was chaired by retiring 
Senator Symington. While Senator Symington has 
not been a "Council-supported" Senator (he didn't 
need Council help) , in recent years he has become a 
staunch supporter of most Council-favored nuclear 
and arms control positions. He will be sorely missed. 
Senator Symington will probably be succeeded as 
Chairman by either Senator McGovern or Senator 
Pell , each having received Council support in the 
past. 

Influencing Congress 
Mass mailings to Members of Congress is big 

business, but is it effective? 

A thousand letters from constituents, all of which 
follow the same form , or a thousand identical post
cards, are not effective. Identical pressure letters, if 
they are answered at all , are likely to be processed 
by robotypewriter and answered by a prepared 
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paragraph such as: "I have your letter, and you may 
be assured I will weigh all points of view before 
casting my vote . .. " 

Two types of letters are most likely to be effective. 
First is the thoughtful letter on a subject upon which 
the correspondent has special knowledge and on 
which he or she can produce evidence of deep con
cern . For example, 'I hope very much, Senator, that 
you will vote "aye" (or "nay" ) because . .. You should 
know that because of my concern with this issue I 
have been a supporter of the Council for a Livable 
World and contributed to your campaign (if you 
did). " The Council has thousands of supporters who 
can and should write this kind of letter. 

The second type of letter which can get results 
starts out: "Dear Jim (or Jack, or Don , or Mac)," or, 
in other words, has a personal touch. The Council 
probably has several hundred supporters who have 
a personal relationship with some member of the 
Senate or House. 

One other factor to be kept in mind in com
municating with members of Congress on policy 
subjects is timeliness. To write a Senator in January 
that you expect him to vote to reduce military expen
ditures by 10% will be forgotten by May when such a 
proposal may come to a vote. 

During the coming sessions of Congress there will 
be close votes on issues of concern to the Council. 
We cannot predict with accuracy when these votes 
will occur; we cannot predict the precise issues. We 
can predict that, with timely intervention, thoughtful 
letters, and special personal efforts , we will be able 
to make more of a difference when the votes are 
close. Bearing these considerations in mind, and 
recalling that one reason the Council has been effec
tive in the past is that it has targeted its efforts 
specifically - whether on Senators or on issues -, 
we on the Washington Program ask for your help to 
strengthen the influence of the Council. 

What we need in our Washington office is a card 
file of Council Supporters, who would be willing on 
the occasion of a few specific issues, to write to 
selected Senators a thoughtful letter based on 
kr,owledge , some of which we can supply. 

It would be especially helpful if those Council Sup
porters who are personally acquainted with 
members of the Senate or know them well enough to 
call by phone would so indicate. 

If you are willing to be notified a few times during 
the next session of what seems to us to be critical 
votes and are willing to give this new approach a try, 
please fill in the enclosed card and return it to us. 
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Peace and Politics 

HARD CASH 
FROM TENDER 
MINDS 
by Roger M. Williams 

In a rare accommodation 
of academics to politics, 
the Council for a Livable 
World finances pivotal 
Senate campaigns-and gets 
its men elected. 

1 ike Albert Einstein, the late Leo 
L. Szilard was a scientist with a pas
sionate concern for life as well as for 
science. Szilard, a Hungarian who fled 
from the :'\azis to the United States, 
was a renowned physicist and the father 
of the nuclear chain reaction. At the 
same time he grew increasingly alarmed 
at the prospect of total war and nuclear 
destruction. For scientific discoveries 
such as atomic energy to be turned 
against mankind was, to him, the prosti
tution of science. 

Szilard knew that this could be pre
vented only by controlling the cause of 
it : the political process. So in 1962 he 
set up, almost singlehanded, a group 
called the Council for a Livable World. 
Seldom has a lofty-sounding title been 
more deceptive. Szilard had no patience 
with the hand-wringing, credo-issuing 
organizations so popular a111ong academ
ics. His group would concern itself with 
the implications of science in the arena 
of politics. It would undertake political 
action by making highly selective cam
paign contributions and by lobbying in 
Congress in pursuit of its primary goals : 
an end to the nuclear arms race and 
greatly scaled-down military expendi
tures by the major powers. In so doing, 

it would demonstrate a pragmatic single
mindedness rare among American lib
erals. 

The Council for a Livable World, now 
in the hands of Szilard's political follow
ers, has achieved notable and unher
alded success. The U.S. Senate, on which 
the council focuses, is a different place 
because of it. Twenty-seven members of 
the current Senate were elected with 
council help, and virtually all of them 
have been working actively to promote 
the goals that the organization espouses. 

The council concentrates on the Sen
ate because it reasons, rightly, that a 
single senator can have greater effect on 
issues of world peace than can any other 
individual outside the presidency. It con
centrates on small-state Senate races be
cause it reasons, again rightly, that the 
smaller the campaign budget, the greater 
the impact of a contribution to it; and as 
every grammar school student should 
know, senators from Rhode Island and 
Delaware-who benefited from council 
largess last fall-have votes equal to sen
ators from New York and California, who 
did not. 

Actually, the largess comes not from 
the council itself but from its 13,000 
"supporters," political liberals who share 
the organization's concerns and are will
ing to make campaign contributions vir
tually at its direction. The supporters, 
many of them academics, are concen
trated in the large states, sn that a Senate 
race in, say, Colorado will involve few 
council funds from within that state-and 
anywhere between $10,000 and $50,-
000 from outside it. Other liberal lobby
ing groups, such as the National Com
mittee for an Effective Congress, may 
contribute more money to a given cam
paign. Few if any contribute so much per 
supporter, and none does it by the coun
cil's direct grass-roots-to-candidate sys
tem. 

In senatorial election years council 
supporters receive a series of mailings 
from the board of directors (who are vir
tually unknown to them) asking for con
tributions to the campaign of this or that 
candidate. The directors are so sure their 
recommendations will be accepted by 
the supporters that they control the Bow 
of contributions simply by asking certain 
alphabetical groupings to send checks to 
certain candidates. "They are surpris
ingly good about that," says council 
board chairman William von E . Doering. 
"They'll give money to people they 
haven't heard about, on our recommen
dation." 

If this sounds like a political dream
land, that is what Leo Szilard had in 
mind. Szilard envisioned a council of 
150,000 members willing to contribute 
2 per cent of their incomes to political 
campaigns. That proved unrealistic, but 
he quickly learned to make the best use 
of the money he had. For the 1962 cam
paign the council raised a mere $50,000. 
Szilard put $22,000 of it behind the 
senatorial candidacy of a young South 
Dakota professor named McGovern. 

Since then the council's contributions 
have ballooned- to $375,000 in 1968. In 
1972 the total was $232,000, a figure 
that political pros consider remarkable 
since the McGovern campaign was 
siphoning off most of the available "lib
eral money." 

While the council has not produced 
any other presidential candidates, it has 
undeniably altered the composition of 
the Senate. Perhaps many of the council
backed senators would have been 
elected anyway, but it is important to 
note that the organization does not con
tribute to a campaign unless the outcome 
is in doubt ; it does not back obvious 
winners or obvious losers, no matter how 
nobly progressive they are. Two other 
criteria are used : the candidate's need 
for financial support (no Kennedys need 
apply) and the nature of his opposition; 
although Democrat Joseph Clark had re
ceived support in earlier races for the 
Senate, he did not get it in 1968, because 
the council considered his Republican 
opponent, Richard Schweiker, equally 
sound on the critical issues. Thus far the 
council has backed only five Republi
cans, for the simple and predictable rea
son that Democrats more frequently 
meet its criteria. 

Although the council's office is in 
Washington, D.C., its chief operatives 
are clustered in the intellectual environs 
of Cambridge, Massachusetts. Almost all 
of them are academics, and most are old 
associates of Szilard. President Bernard 
T . Feld, a physics professor at MIT, 
worked with Szilard on the Manhattan 
Project. Board member Maurice S. Fox, 
a genetics professor at the same institu
tion, worked with him on other projects; 
so did Chairman Doering, who is a 
chemistry professor at Harvard. Board 
member James G. Patton, president 
emeritus of the National Fanner's Union, 
knew Szilard through the campaign to 
wrest control of atomic energy from the 
military. Feld and Doering fonn the core 
of the council's leadership, together with 
two other Cambridge neighbors : Roger 
Fisher, Harvard Law School professor 
and creator of "The Advocates" on 



public tele,·ision; and Allan Forbes, Jr.. 
self-trained anthropologist and producer 
of documentary films . It is a highly ac
complished group that shares an up
dated Szilardian view of world affairs . 

Obviously the council's thousands of 
supporters do not subscribe to that view 
in toto, but they do believe, as Feld ex
presses it, "that there remains a grave 
danger of nuclear disaster, that the poli
cies of the United States are a major part 
of the problem, and that the one place 
where concerned citizens can have a real 
impact on it is the Senate- the only check 
and balance that remains in the interna
tional field." 

The council's other major activity, be
sides supporting senatorial candidates, 
is lobbying. Again, the arena is the 
Senate, and the method is distinct. The 
council brings to Washington an array 
of authorities on the subject at issut' ant! 
makes them available to St'nators. It finds 
that many senators are coni use<..! ou com
plex matters of defense polic~· and that 
they welcome both the cl.trification and 
anti-administration point of ,·iew that the 
council's experts can provide. 

A:-.wr-;c POLITICIA:-.s, the council has a 
reputation for low-key but persuasive 
presentations of its cases, and it has bt'en 
instrumental in winning Senate victories 
on a number of hard-fought issues-the 
test-ban treatv, the extension of the hfe 
of the Anns Control and Disarmament 
Agency, the defeat of the \fultilateral 
Nuclear Force. The council's greatest 
lobbying effort came in opposition to the 
Sentinel anti-ballistic-missile system. The 
system survived in the Senate by only 
one vote, and political observers credit 
the council with being the most effective 
contributor to the narrowness of the mar
gin. Its ABM activities began in 1964 
and continued right up to the time the 
climactic vote was taken , five years later. 
By its calculation forty-one of the fifty 
senators who voted against deployment 
of the ABM had participated in council
sponsored seminars. 

A Jist of senators whose campaigns 
have been supported by the council 
reads like a liberal Who's Who in the 
upper chamber. McGovern has received 
money twice; so have Philip Hart, Wil
liam Fulbright, Clifford Case, and a few 
others. Edward Brooke was assisted in 
1966, the year he crossed the Senate's 
color line, and Thomas Eagleton in 1968, 
four years before he became famous as 
the vice-president who never was . Ala
bama's John Sparkman, no liberal on 
most domestic issues, was given $2500 
in 1966 to help fend off a challenge by 
an archconservative Republican. While 
the council cannot flatly claim credit for 
the victories of these or other candidates , 
its officials believe that council funds 

made the difference in several of them 
-Frank Moss and Gale McGee in 1964, 
Mark Hatfield and Lee Metcalf in Hl66, 
perhaps Fulbright in the Democratic 
primary in 1968. (Wyoming's McGee 
has become an embarrassment to the 
council-"an outrageous hawk on the 
war," as one official puts it.) 

IN THE 1972 CAMPAIGNS the council 
supported more than a half-dozen first
time candidates for rhe Senate : Joseph 
Biden in Delaware, William Hathaway 
in Maine, Dick Clark in Iowa, Floyd 
Haskell in Colorado, William Davis in 
Idaho, David Pryor in Arkansas, and 
James Abourezk in South Dakota. Most 
of them were newcomers to national poli
tics, and all save Abourezk were con
sidered underdogs . Yet with the excep
tion of Davis and Pryor-who lost in a 
close primary race against the powerful 
Sen. John McClellan-all of them won. 
So did two council-aided incumbents 
who encountered stiff opposition: Mon
tana's Metcalf and Claiborne Pell of 
Rhode Island. Contributions to these 
campaigns generated by the council 
ranged between $18,000 and $50,000. 
The totals were not so significant as what 
they represented as a proportion of in
dividual campaign costs. Of the slightly 
more than $200,000 spent by Hathaway, 
for example, $27,000 came via the good 
offices of the council. Further, in almost 
every case, money came when it was 
most needed in an underdog's campaign 
-early. 

"They were a great, great help," says 
Claiborne Pell of the council-inspired 
contributions to his campaign, "all the 
more so because they came in early. That 
enabled us to plan and make commit
ments at the outset, when that should be 
done." The council provided important 
advice as well: On the recommendation 
of its staff members , Pell retained tele
vision image-maker Charles Guggen
heim, whose work became an important 
factor in the Pell victory . 

From time to time, council support 
has itself been an issue. The opponents 
of several council-aided candidates have 
referred darkly to "outside money," and 
such conservative spokesmen as colum
nist Holmes Alexander and Spiro Agnew 
have characterized the group as one that 
seeks, in Alexander's phrase, to "see 
America stand naked to her enemies." 
During the 1964 campaign, several Re
publican candidates attacked their Dem-
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ocratic opponents for rece1vmg council 
funds. One of their pieces of ammunition 
was a report by "a group of Senators and 
their staffs" alleging that the council's 
goals included "turning this country into 
a fourth-rate power at the mercy of the 
international wolf pack." 

In last year's Rhode Island race, 
Republican John Chafee charged that 
Pell's acceptance of council support sig
naled his abandonment of the Trident 
submarine project, an economic sacred 
cow in the state. (Several thousand 
Rhode Islanders work on the project at 
the General Dynamics boatyard in 
Groton, Connecticut.) Pell rebutted the 
charge hy saying that he favors Trident 
despi'te the council's opposition to it. The 
fact that he was able to take such a stand 
and obtain council support demonstrates 
the organization's non-dogmatic ap
proach. "It understands the practical 
problems of being a liberal and staying 
in office," says Pell's administrative as
sistant, Paul Goulding. 

The council's top men respond with 
a tolerant chuckle to suggestions that 
they are amateurs dabbling in the busi
ness of getting people elected to state
wide office. "There are actually very few 
pros in politics," says Bernie Feld. "Any
way, after working at this for ten years, 
I know a little something. We get advice 
from other people, but we make all the 
final decisions ourselves on who we're 
going to support." (The decisions can 
be puzzling. Last year the council board 
turned down an appeal from a moderate 
North Carolina Democrat, Nick Gali
fianakis, who was staging an uphill fight 
against an archconservative Republican 
candidate, Jesse Helms. Galifianakis, the 
board members felt , wasn't "impressive" 
-so Helms was left to in effect cancel 
one of the council's liberal victories.) 

Although delighted by last fall's re
sults, council officials anticipate a diffi
cult time in 1974. "The Senate races 
should be bloody," says William Doer
ing. "Nixon and Agnew will be out rais
ing hell to try to make up for last year's 
defeats." And the liberal senatorial can
didates, newcomers and incumbents , 
will be looking to a group of academics, 
a scattering of trusting ·contributors, and 
the spirit of Leo Szilard to help them re
pulse the assault. 0 
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Councll 
for a Livable 

World 

Dear Council Supporter, 

August 14, 1973 

This note is a reminder to those of you who haven't replied as 
yet to our letter of 13 July and an expression of thanks to those of 
you who have. 

We are witnessing today the fruits of a decade of efforts by 
Council Supporters to strengthen the Senate. At what may well have 
been the eleventh hour, the Senate has stepped in to try to restore 
the balance on which our democratic system depends. 

The struggle is between an executive branch subverted by persons 
of power--persons whose identity in some instances is just coming to 
light--and a legislative branch within which the barest majority has 
succeeded in uniting to counteract and seek redress. 

To this quiet reminder of the disproportionate burden your aware
ness of the crisis places on you, I will add a few paragraphs from 
Richard Crossman's personal view on "The Wartime Tactics that Led 
to Watergate" printed in the London Times, 16 May 1973.* This 
analysis of the crisis provides a clear insight into the changes 
which have occurred in the government of the United States since 
World War II and makes it easier to understand what The Council 
has been attempting to accomplish during its eleven years of action 
in Washington. 

He opens with an observation by Neil Sheehan of the New York 
Times, made when the Pentagon Papers first came into his office. 

"It was as if there were an inner United States Government, 
a centralized State, far more powerful than anything else, for 
whom the enemy is not simply the Communists but everything else, 
its own press, its own judiciary, its own Congress ... It does not 
function necessarily for the benefit of the Republic, but rather 
for its own ends, its own perpetuation; it has its own codes, 
codes which are quite different from public codes. Secrecy is 
a way of protecting itself, not so much from threats by foreign 
governments, but from detection by its own population." 
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Crossman then writes: 

"This inner government is, of course, a necessary apparatus 
of total war; and the best paid and most attractive of its departments 
are those which deal with covert operations in which we British have 
always excelled ... (In World War II,) we trained a small army of gifted 
amateurs for all the dirtiest tricks from lying, bugging, forging, and 
embezzlement to sheer murder--all of course, in the cause of preserving 
the democratic way of life .... 

The .Americans ... never learned from us to play it as a game and 
give it up when the war was over .... It was only a matter of time be
fore the wartime experts were being employed by business firms and 
by political parties against their rivals .... 

So the politicians of both parties came to rely on the authori
tarian inner government and the covert operators, and most of the 
time they sit on top of it without being able to control it. 
Watergate is the first time a corner of the curtain of secrecy has 
been jerked aside and ordinary Americans have been able to see a 
little of what goes on behind it." 

Crossman makes a chilling comment: 

"I believe Mr. Brezhnev felt more at home with Mr. Nixon than 
with any other .American he had met because here at last was a man 
of his own kind, an apparatchik--a creature of a political machine 
which in some respects is beginning to resemble his own Russian 
apparatus of bureaucratic power. 

Mr. Brezhnev takes for granted that the man in control of a 
modern State machine will, of course, employ all the Watergate 
techniques against his opponents. As for the horrors of Vietnam, 
there is nothing here--except failure--to upset the man who sent 
the Russian tanks into Prague. Mutual confidence is far easier 
between two birds of a feather such as Nixon and Brezhnev than 
if by some freak of fortune a genuine Liberal got into the White 
House . 

. . . I can't help remembering that the United States was created 
by free men who rejected the dictatorship and power politics of the 
Old World ... But ... the kind of centralized bureaucracy and secret 
departments required by the government of a superpower are incom
patible not only with the .American Constitution but also with 
the .American tradition of freedom. A Communist superpower makes 
sense because Communism is a totalitarian creed. The iesson of 
Vietnam and now of Watergate is that an .American superpower is 
a contradiction in terms." 



If The Council ' s work ever needed a justification, it is provided 
by the emergence of this ominously threatening "inner government", by 
the rising into view, step by shocking step, of the iceberg of which 
it is so frequently said, "Watergate is the tip". What further trials 
and anguish our people will have to endure befoTe the iceberg is melted 
away into the river of history, will be determined by how each individual 
American citizen acts now. 

Only the Congress as the elected voice of the people has the 
potential strength and power to reverse "the effort to transform 
the Republic into a militarized superstate" and to return us to 
our constitutional democracy. We must all continue to give our 
full support to those determined, principled Senators who are en
gaged in the struggle, especially to those who will stand for 
reelection next year; we must also seek out and offer our assist
ance to persons of like courage and mind who are planning to try 
for election to the Senate for the first time. We must keep making 
it possible for concerned, knowledgeable citizens to come to Washington 
and have their voices heard. 

This is what The Council has· been all about since its founding. 
Its purpose and mode of action is more important now than ever before. 
It is no time for apathy, despair or resignation. It is the time to 
help The Council, and through it to help ourselves, lay this "inner 
government" to rest so that we can all get back to work on the formi
dable problems of creating a more livable world. 

Yours sincerely, 

6:.JL., ~ 
William DJ ering 
President 

P.S . If you would enjoy a copy of Grossman's views in their entirety, 
please send a request to The Council office . 

WED:mh 

*CROSSMAN, Rt . Hon. Richard Howard Stafford 
British politician and journalist; b. 15 Dec. 1907, London; 

educ. Winchester and New College, Oxford. Deputy-dir. Psychological 
Warfare AF .H.Q. Algiers 43 and SHAEF 44-45; Labour M.P. for Coventry 
East, 45-; Mem . Labour Party Exec. Comm. 52-67; Minister of Housing 
and Local Gov't 64-66; Lord Pres . of The Council and Leader of the 
House of Commons, 66-0ct . 68; Editor, New Statesmen and Nation 70-72 . 
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TI-lE WART IM E TACTICS THAT LED T O WATERGATE 

Per::;onal view bv Richa rd Crossman 

I do not know which is sillier--to go on trying to pretend that Mr. Nixon is an American Macmillan in 
trouble with a clutch of Profumos, or w sit in Judgment on him for defiling dw purity of American machine politics . 
Mr. Peter jenkins was ri ght to r emind us Jn The Guardian on Monday that lvit· . Nixon has conduc:ed some of dJe 
dirtiest election campaigns in r ecent histo ry. But that is not the r eal truuhle . Wha!: Watergate let off was an 
explosion of disillusionment with dJe American ),'OVernment and all it stands for, which has been boiling up ever 
since Vietnam began to go wrong. 

I have just come across a r emark by 'eil Sheehan, of dJe . 'ew York Times, which seems to me to get 
near the heart of the m a tte r. He made it when the Pentagon Pape rs first came into his newspaper office and he 
had to r ead dJem through. "My main impression," he observed, "was [hat :he government of the United Stares 
was not what I dJought it was; it was as if there were an inner United States Government, a centralized State, 
far more powerful than anything else, for whom the enemy is not simply the Communists bur everything else, 
its own press, its own judiciary, i~s own Congress ... lt does not function necessarily for the benefit of the 
Republic, but rather for its own ends, its own perpetuation; it has its own codes, codes which a r e quite cli.fferent 
from public codes . Secrecy is a way of protecting itself, not so much from threats by fo r eign governments , but 
from detection by its own populatJon." 

This inne r government is, of course, a necessary apparat1JS of total war; and dJe best pai d and most 
attractive of its departments are those which deal with covert operations in which we British have always excelled. 
Indeed, :~part from the RAF success <:.t pioneering the fires:.orm which cooked 50, 000 Hamburgers and 150, 000 
Dresdener s alive while offici al ly claiming we were bombi:lg wilirary targets, subver s ive operations and black 
propaganda v1ere the only aspects of war ar which we :J.chieved real preeminence. We trained a small army of 
gifted amateurs for all the dirtiest tricks from lying, bugging, forginf and embezzlement to sheer murder- -all, 
of course, in the cause of preserving dJe democratic way oi life. We t..cught them how to organize a black market, 
how to win friends in order to betray d1em, and how to pen::uade a stubborn prisoner to come clean with the vital 
informati on he possessed. 

The Americans adored subver:.ion, but they were too heav-1-handecl and they never learned from us to 
play it as a game and give it up when dJe war \\·as over. Whereas here the secret departments withered away 
hlirmlessly, in America they multiplied and found plenty of opportunity in Korea and Vietnam, not to mention thP. 
lli!!l!Pican Rep1..1b!is and Guatern2.J · a \.·'~ :~ ''"'!!ly ;,_• :r, ~'fP r nf tj n1n he to~,-. ~h,:-! 'v~ ,..ri n1P e· ... :'~rts vrere heine Pmployed 
by business firms and by political pa rties aga:.r.&L Lhei r rt"ab. .~:; f0r rJ~e ilmer cent:-al government in Washington, 
bow could it fail to employ these techniques a~ms: any-:>1 1C wr.o obstru;-:~ed it when the L'n.ited Stares was engaged 
in a cold war against the Communist enemy whc. ~·egularly used ever y :·ind of dirty trick? 

So the politicians of i..>oth parties cam(! tC' •:ely or; 1l1 ~ <!uthOl'itarian Lmer government and the covert 
operators, and most of the time t..l.ey sit on top of ! t vridJout being able to control it. Watergate is dJe first time 
a corner of the curtain of secrecy has been jerked aside and ordinary Amer ican s have been able to see a little of 
what goes on behind it. What effec~ would all this have on Mr. Nixon' s pcaC"e offensives in Peking and Moscow? 
None whatsoever, provided only that :...'1c President r e;c>.ins contro:. I believe Mr. Brezhnev fe lt more at home 
with Mr. Nixon than with any od1er ArneriCnl1 he ha::! met because her e at iast was a man of his own kind, an 
apparatchik- -a creature of a political rn:tchine which in some rcs?ccts is beginning to rescmhlc his own Russian 
apparatus of bureaucratic powe r. 

Mr. Brezhnev takes for gra:1ted that dJe man in control of a modern State machine will, of course, e:11ploy 
all the Watergate teclmiques against hi s oppcnen<·s . As for the horrors of Vietnam , dJere is nothing her e- -except 
failure - - to upset d1e man who sent the Huss.ian ra."lks intn Prague. Mutual confidence is far easier between two 
birds of a feather such as 'ixon and !3rezh!Jev than if b,· some freak of fortune a genuine Liberal got into the White 
House. 

Never dJeless, I persona lly hope r.hat the "worst" happens and rhat the Watergate affair does irreparable 
damage to tl1e inner government in 'Nashington. I can 'r hcip r eH1e:nbering that the United States was created by 
free men who rej ecte-d the dictatorship :mel power poiitics of r.!Jc.: Old Wo rld. It remained a wonderful place, so 
long as it was selfishly dedicated to its neutralist ideals and had to be dragged into war in defence of fre edom. 
Since 1945, an attempt has been made to reshape this isoladonis t de moe racy as a superpower capable of replacing 
the Pax 13ritaJmica by the Pa.x Americana. In the e,lrly years of the Marshall Plan, he attempt :-eemed to be suc
ceeding. 13ut since then it has fail ed because the kind of centrali zed bureaucracy and secret departments required 
by the government of a superpower are Incompatible not O•Jly with the American Constitution but also with the 
American tradition of fr eedom . A Communist superpower makes sense because Communism is a totalitarian 
creed. The Jesson oi Vietnam and new of \Va crgate is that an Amer ican superpower is a contradktion in terms. 

lf public feeling is strong enough to cause a lib;;o r a! purge m Washington, we can t">e sure that ~ixon 's suc
cessor will n•rn his back on E m:~'PC as \\'Cll as on Asia. And a good thing, too . In his first reaction to Watergate, 
Mr. Heath on Monday gave us a VJSJOn of the United States cnd 1.hc European Com111unity as ''tv.:in pill~ rs of a 
r evivified and invigorated Atlantic alliance." 1 wondl'r . .Since th:; Ru::.s ians will be co;Icerned with the Chinese 
threat for the next 20 years, the re has ccast'd to be a military rhrc:~L to Eu r ope ::md ll1e case. rhercfore, for an 
Atlantic alliance and an American army in Germany h:t:: di sappc:trer.l. Ev<."n if ir had not, I would ralhcr see a 
liberal America retun1ing to its neutral tradition than a con::i.nu:mcc of the effort to rransform the Republi c into a 
militar ized superstat~. 



Council for a Livable World 

Dear Council Supporter, 

Now we come to the irony of Watergate. Many current office holders are in 
trouble--the splash from Watergate is hitting everyone in Washington, including 
many incumbent Senators supported by the Council. 

Council research confirms the findings of composite polls that Americans 
are also generally distrustful of all public officials, not just the Nixon team 
that brought them Watergate. 

As one observer put it: "If this polling information is borne out, a number 
of highly regarded political figures of both parties in this country will go 
down to defeat--simply because they are in office, and their opponents are not." 

Voters see revelations of bugging, smears, and vote-buying as elements 
corranon to government officials now in Washington, and a "spread effect" is at 
work at the grass roots. 

If this "spread" continues, many current members of the Senate up for re
election next fall will be in trouble with the voters- - no matter what their re
cord. This is bad news for some of the Council favorites, and we must act now 
to counter this ironic turn of events. 

The Council for a Livable World has decided to move quickly to support an 
initial slate of four Senate candidates who may face this problem. We are imme
diately backing--Church of Idaho, Ribicoff of Connecticut, Bayh of Indiana, and 
Stevenson of Illinois. Their profiles appear in the following pages. Please 
study them--carefully--and remember, they'll be depending on public-spirited 
contributors, not Howard Hughes or IT&T. 

All are incumbent Senators. All had nothing to do with Watergate. Each 
is well known for integrity, fair campaigning, and a long record of progressive 
leadership in the Senate. None deserves to be swept away in the wave of voter 
alienation now flooding the country. 

The conservative challenge rs have still not announced their candidacies. 
They are staying undergro~d hoping to put as much time as possible between 
Watergate and their campaign announcements. This precious lead time is the 
traditional organizing period when a challenger tests his chances through polls, 
fund-raising, and building a state-wide campaign organization. 

This waiting period offers us only a slight advantage, and in this year of 
political disasters, we'd better grab it. This year--more than any other 
year--if we're complacent about incumbents, we may lose some of the best 
Senators we ever had. Please be generous in your contribution--especially now, 
when it counts the most. 

Sincerely, 

William Doering 
President 

100 Maryland Avenue, N.E., Washington, D.C. 20002 Phone: 202-543-4100. Founded in 1962 by Leo Szilard 



"We have a chance now after all 
these years ... to cut off funds 
and force an end to our part in 
the war ... to do it for all of 
Indochina and bring peace at last." 

SENATOR CHURCH of Idaho 

June 29, 1973 
Washington, D.C. 
Before the United States Senate 

Senator Frank Church (D-Idaho) is without question one of the most capable and 
eloquent members of the U.S. Senate. First elected in 1956 at the age of 32, Church 
is now the third ranking member o:f the Senate Foreign Relations Committee. If re
elected, he will some day serve a :s the committee's chairman, continuing the dis
tinguished record of the commi tte1e under its present chairman, Senator William 
Fulbright. 

Church took an early stand a9ainst the Vietnam war--despite the extreme 
unpopularity of that position in Idaho at the time. Church was largely respon
sible for congressional passage of the two Cooper-Church amendments, which pro
hibited American combat troops from entering Cambodia, Laos, or Thailand. After 
the cease-fire in January, he introduced the Case-Church bill, to halt the bombing 
of Cambodia and to bar any future American military activity in Southeast Asia 
unless specifically authorized by Congress. Approved by the Senate on June 29, 
it was this amendment that ended ;runerican military involvement in Indochina. 

As Chairman of the Multinational Corporations Subcommittee, Church conducted 
the recent hearings on attempts by IT&T to subvert the 1970 election of Salvador 
Allende in Chile through CIA intervention. The Idaho Senator has also censured 
existing foreign aid programs which, in his words, have "propped up dictatorships, 
enriched the already rich and further impoverished the already poor." 

Senator Church is well known in Idaho for his stands on national and inter
national issues and for his careful attention to the needs of his state. From his 
position as a ranking member of the Senate Interior Committee, he has built an 
outstanding record in the field of conservation. As Chairman of the Senate Special 
Committee on Aging, he has authorE~d extensive legislation to help the elderly. 

Campaigns for conservatives in Idaho have little trouble obtaining funding, 
and the right wing can be expected to launch a major effort to unseat Senator Church. 

Your check should be made ou·~ to the IDAHO FOR CHURCH COMMITTEE. 



11 I know that amending the 
Constitution is an awesome 
responsibility that I do not 
take lightly• II 

SENATOR BAYH of Indiana 

September 24, 1973 
Washington, D.C. 
Statement before the Sub
comrni ttee on Constitutional 
Amendments 

In his second term in the U. S. Senate, Birch Bayh has established himself 
as one of the Senate's outstanding constitutional authorities. He believes in 
telling people what they need to know, rather than what they might like to hear. 
Change invariably produces controversy but Senator Bayh has gone ahead to write 
and guide to passage the 25th Amendment which provides for presidential and vice
presidential succession. He also led the successful effort for passage of the 
26th Amendment which lowered the voting age to 18; and sponsored and secured 
passage of the 27th Amendment to guarantee Equal Rights for men and women. 

Currently, Senator Bayh has renewed his efforts to do away with the electoral 
college, believing that direct popular election of the President and Vice Presi
dent is more representative of the will of the people. 

On arms control, Bayh supported the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty and the 
Senate Resolution calling for a cessation of U.S. and USSR test flights of MIRV. 

This year, the Senator urged an additional inquiry into the circumstances 
surrounding the fatal shooting of four Kent State University students, and in 
October introduced a revised form of his "Citizen's Privacy Act" which would make 
it illegal for an individual to record a telephone conversation without letting the 
other party know that the conversation is being recorded. The Bill further requires 
the Government to notify citizens whose files are held, and allows a citizen to 
make any corrections of erroneous materials in the files. 

Thanks to his organizational skills, he successfully led the Senate oppo
sition to Supreme Court nominations of Carswell and Hay nsworth. 

Now he presides over the Judiciary Subcommittees on Constitutional Amend
ments, Juvenile Deliquency, and Appropriations Subcommittee on the District of 
Columbia. 

In 1968, and 1972, Indiana gave Nixon the largest vote margin of any state 
sweeping Republicans ~nto major state offices. In 1973, Senator Bayh headed the 
Nixon enemies list. Certainly his lonq 1ist of accomplishments will be remem
bered and detailed by the pro-Nixon forces hoping to unseat a man who has earned 
his spurs as an independent spokesman for the good of the nation. 

Please make your check out to BAYH FOR SENATOR. 



"Our problems are great. But so 
are the resources of this nation 
and its people. We must restore 
their confidence in themselves 
and their government." 

SENATOR RIBICOFF of Connecticut 

July 12, 1972 
Miami Beach 
Democratic National Convention 

Senator Abraham Ribicoff (D-Conn.) has never hesitated to risk his political 
career out of a deep sense of conscience and national needs. It was Ribicoff 
who nominated George McGovern for President in 1968 at the Democratic convention, 
urged him to run in '72, and campaigned for him extensively--even though it pitted 
Ribicoff against conservative Democrats in his own state. And it was also 
Ribicoff who took the Speaker's stand at the 1968 Democratic convention to condemn 
the "Gestapo tactics" of the Chicago police. 

If anything sums up Senator Ribicoff, it is outspokenness and independence 
--on military spending cuts ... on equal enforcement of desegregation, north and 
south .•. on welfare reform •.. on consumer protection. 

Ribicoff has been able to take these stands because--as a two-term Congress
man, as Governor for 6 years, as Kennedy's first Secretary of Health, Education, and 
Welfare (HEW), and as Senator for two terms--he has served Connecticut well. 

Ribicoff has been the legislative champion for two main groups: consumers 
and the poor. In March, 1966, at a hearing on auto safety before his Government 
Operations Subcorranittee, Ribicoff rebuked the president of General Motors for 
having ordered espionage against a corranittee witness, Ralph Nader. This was the 
occasion that launched the career of the young crusader. 

The Nixon landslide allowed Republicans to take control of state offices 
in Connecticut in 1972. This will add some headaches for Ribicoff, and early 
money will be needed to help the Senator organize his fundraising and state 
campaign operations. 

Checks should be made to PEOPLE FOR RIBICOFF. 



"The people are fed up with 
politics as usual . " 

SENATOR STEVENSON of Illinois 

January 29, 1973 
Springfield, Illinois 
Annual Franklin D. Roosevelt 

Dinner 

Senator Adlai E. Stevenson III (D-Ill.) after three years in the Senate 
has already assumed a position of leadership, very much in his family's tradition. 

Since his election in 1970 to fill the unexpired term of the late Everett 
McKinley Dirksen--and, indeed, since his election to the Illinois Legislature in 
1964--Stevenson has taken the lead in pushing for reforms in campaign financing 
and legislative practices. He has advocated annual mandatory disclosure of every 
congressman's personal income, and has called for public subsidization of elections, 
strict overall expenditure ceilings in campaigns, and creation of an independent 
commission to police campaign dirty tricks. 

Out of this same concern, Stevenson blew the whistle on indirect American aid 
to President Thieu's re-election campaign in South Vietnam, and pressured for an 
over-sight commission to keep American personnel in Vietnam "neutral" during the 
election. 

Stevenson is a hard worker, weighs his words carefully, and has illuminated 
such important policy matters as the mismanagement of federal housing programs, the 
spiralling U.S. sales of conventional arms, and the energy crisis and fuel 
shortages. 

Historically, Illinois is a swing state. Stevenson has won three state-wide 
elections, leading the ticket each time. But potentially dangerous fissures within 
the Democratic party, combined with a renewed effort by the Nixon Administration to 
extinguish the Stevenson tradition, pose formidable obstacles to Adlai Stevenson's 
re-election in 1974. 

Please make your check payable to CITIZENS FOR STEVENSON. 



Dear Friems -

A letter to .. L 
UJeCounciJ 

P. O. Box 253 

Glm Enen Ca 9541-t2 

Sept 29 l'T/3 

b4Y next-door-neighbor is 11 known as an acM.ve supporter of 

open and decent government" but I am not? At azzy- rate 

I did not receive your recent mailing. But , then, Lana 

is ?3 am I am only 55 . .Maybe it takes 50 years of tenacity 

- and I 111 make it yet . 

Here is nw $30 - I was going to get some nej slacks and a 

blouse, but, god knows, we need your help a lot more than 

I need a new outfit . I was beginning to despaix of my 

children am grandchildren inheriting a de<mnt country 

in which to grow up and flourish. 

I haven •t had such high spirits in years . I did not lmow you 

¢ sted. Incidentally, I just mailed $l.5 to !Jr . Cranston . 

l'J..ease use this $30 in whatever way you see fit . 

I •n try to send you more next month. 

Sincere~
, 

J;~:!:::f 
Teacher of the Retarded, ble ss them. 



Peace and Politics 

HARD CASH 
FROM TENDER 
MINDS 
by Roger M. Williams 

In a rare accommodation 
of academics to politics, 
the Council for a Livable 
World finances pivotal 
Senate campaigns- and gets 
its men elected. 
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I ike Albert Einstein, the late Leo 
L Szilard was a scientist with a pas
sionate concern for life as well as for 
science. Szilard, a Hungarian who fled 
from the Nazis to the United States, 
was a renowned physicist and the father 
of the nuclear chain reaction. At the 
same time he grew increasingly alarmed 
at the prospect of total war and nuclear 
destruction. For scientiRc discoveries 
such as atomic energy to be turned 
against mankind was, to him, the prosti
tution of science. 

Szilard k'l1ew that this could be pre
vented only by controlling the cause of 
it: the political process. So in 1962 he 
set up, almost singlehanded, a group 
called the Council for a Livable World. 
Seldom has a lofty-sounding title been 
more deceptive. Szilard had no patience 
with the hand-wringing, credo-issuing 
organizations so popular among academ
ics. His group would concern itself with 
the implications of science in the arena 
of politics. It would undertake political 
action by making highly selective cam
paign contributions and by lobbying in 
Congress in pursuit of its primary goals: 
an end to the nuclear arms race and 
greatly scaled-down military expendi
tures by the major powers. In so doing, 
it would demonstrate a pragmatic single
mindedness rare among American lib
erals. 

The Council for a Livable World, now 
in the hands of Szilard's political follow
ers, has achieved notable and unher
alded success. The U. S. Senate, on which 
the council focuses, is a differen t place 
because of it. Twenty-seven members of 
the current Senate were elected with 
council help, and virtually all of them 
have been working actively to promote 
the goals that the organization espouses. 

The council concentrates on the Sen
ate because it reasons, rightly, that a 
single senator can have greater effect on 
issues of world peace than can any other 
individual outside the presidency. It con
centrates on small-state Senate races be
cause it reasons, again rightly, that the 
smaller the campaign budget, the greater 
the impact of a contribution to it; and as 
every grammar school student should 
know, senators from Rhode Island and 
Delaware-who benefited from council 
largess last fall-have votes equal to sen
ators from ew York and CaJifornia, who 
did not. 

Actually, the largess comes not from 
the council itself but from its 13,000 
"supporters," political liberals who share 
the organization's concerns and are will
ing to make campaign contributions vir
tually at its direction . The supporters, 
many of them academics, are concen
trated in the large states, so that a Senate 
race in, say, Colorado will involve few 
council funds from within that state-and 

anywhere between $10,000 and $50,-
000 from outside it. Other liberal lobby
ing groups, such as the National Com
mittee for an Effective Congress, may 
contribute more money to a given cam
paign. Few if any contribute so much per 
supporter, and none does it by the coun
cil's direct grass-roots-to-candidate sys
tem. 

In senatorial election years council 
supporters receive a series of mailings 
from the board of directors (who are vir
tually unknown to them) asking for con
tributions to the campaign of this or that 
candidate. The directors are so sure their 
recommendations will be accepted by 
the supporters that they control the How 
of contributions simply by asking certain 
alphabetical groupings to send checks to 
certain candidates . "They are surpris
ingly good about that," says council 
board chairman William von E. Doering. 
"They'll give money to people they 
haven't heard about, on our recommen
dation." 

If this sounds like a political dream
land, that is what Leo Szilard had in 
mind. Szilard envisioned a council of 
150,000 members willing to contribute 
2 per cent of their incomes to political 
campaigns. That proved unrealistic, but 
he quickly learned to make the best use 
of the money he had. For the 1962 cam
paign the council raised a mere $50,000. 
Szilard put $22,000 of it behind the 
senatorial candidacy of a young South 
Dakota professor named McGovern. 

Since then the council's contributions 
have ballooned-to $375,000 in 1968. In 
1972 the total was $232,000, a figure 
that political pros consider remarkable 
since the McGovern campaign was 
siphoning off most of the available "lib
eral money." 

While the council has not produced 
any other presidential candidates, it has 
undeniably altered the composition of 
the Senate. Perhaps many of the council
backed senators would have been 
elected anyway, but it is important to 
note that the organization does not con
tribute to a campaign unless the outcome 
is in doubt ; it does not back obvious 
winners or obvious losers, no matter how 
nobly progressive they are. Two other 
criteria are used: the candidate's need 
for financial support (no Kennedys need 
apply) and the nature of his opposition; 
although Democrat Joseph Clark bad re
ceived support in earlier races for the 
Senate, he did not get it in 1968, because 
the council considered his Republican 
opponent, Richard Schweiker, equally 
sound on the critical issues. Thus far the 
council has backed only five Republi
cans, for the simple and predictable rea
son that Democrats more frequently 
meet its criteria. 

Although the council's office is in 



The council's dollar support 
flows from large states into 
small-state campaigns. 
"The council does not back 
obvious winners or losers, 
no matter how noble they are." 

World 2/27/73 

Walter Velez 
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I Peace and Politics I 
Washington, D.C., its chief operatives 
are clustered in the intellectual environs 
of Cambridge, Massachusetts. Almost all 
of them are academics, and most are old 
associates of Szilard. President Bernard 
T. Feld, a physics professor at MIT, 
worked with Szilard on the Manhattan 
Project. Board member Maurice S. Fox, 
a genetics professor at the same institu
tion, worked with him on other projects; 
so did Chairman Doering, who is a 
chemistry professor at Harvard. Board 
member James G. Patton, president 
emeritus of the National Farmer's Union, 
knew Szilard through the campaign to 
wrest control of atomic energy from the 
military. Feld ar.d Doering form the core 
of the council's leadership, together with 
two other Cambridge neighbors: Roger 

· Fisher, Harvard Law School professor 
and creator of "The Advocates" on 

public television; and Allan Forbes, Jr. , 
self-trained anthropologist and producer 
of documentary Rims. It is a highly ac
complished group that shares an up
dated Szilardian view of world affairs. 

Obviously the council's thousands of 
supporters do not subscribe to that view 
in toto, but they do believe, as Feld ex
presses it, "that there remains a grave 
danger of nuclear disaster, that the poli
cies of the United States are a major part 
of the problem, and that the one place 
where concerned citizens can have a real 
impact on it is the Senate-the only check 
and balance that remains in the interna
tional field." 

The council's other major activity, be
sides supporting senatorial candidates, 
is lobbying. Again , the arena is the 
Senate, and the method is distinct. The 
council brings to Washington an array 

"Do you want the basic truth, the simple truth, 
the unvarnished truth, or the unfettered truth?'' 
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of authorities on the subject at issue and 
makes them available to senators. It finds 
that many senators are confused on com
plex matters of defense policy and that 
they welcome both the clarification and 
anti-administration point of view that the 
council's experts can provide. 

AMONG POLITICIANS, the Council has a 
reputation for low-key but persuasive 
presentations of its cases, and it has been 
insb·umental in winning Senate victories 
on a number of hard-fought issues-the 
test-ban treaty, the extension of the life 
of the Arms Control and Disarmament 
Agency, the defeat of the Multilateral 

uclear Force. The council's greatest 
lobbying effort came in opposition to the 
Sentinel anti-ballistic-missile system. The 
system survived in the Senate by only 
one vote, and political observers credit 
the council with being the most effective 
contributor to the narrowness of the mar
gin. Its ABM activities began in 1964 
and continued right up to the time the 
climactic vote was taken, five years later. 
By its calculation forty-one of the fifty 
senators who voted against deployment 
of the AB 1 had participated in council
sponsored seminars. 

A list of senators whose campaigns 
have been supported by the council 
reads like a liberal Who's Who in the 
upper chamber. McGovern has received 
money twice; so have Philip Hart, Wil
liam Fulbright, Clifford Case, and a few 
others. Edward Brooke was assisted in 
1966, the year he crossed the Senate's 
color line, and Thomas Eagleton in 1968, 
four years before he became famous as 
the vice-president who never was. Ala
bama's John Sparkman, no liberal on 
most domestic issues, was given $2500 
in 1966 to help fend off a challenge by 
an archconservative Republican. While 
the council cannot flatly claim credit for 
the victories of these or other candidates, 
its officials believe that council funds 
made the difference in several of them 
-Frank Moss and Gale McGee in 1964, 
Mark Hatfield and Lee Metcalf in 1966, 
perhaps Fulbright in the Democratic 
primary in 1968. (Wyoming's McGee 
has become an embarrassment to the 
council-"an outrageous hawk on the 
war," as one official puts it.) 

IN THE 1972 CAMPAIGNS the council 
supported more than a half-dozen first
time candidates for the Senate: Joseph 
Biden in Delaware, William Hathaway 
in Maine, Dick Clark in Iowa, Floyd 
Haskell in Colorado, William Davis in 
Idaho, David Pryor in Arkansas, and 
James Abourezk in South Dakota. Most 
of them were newcomers to national poli
tics, and all save Abourezk were con
sidered underdogs . Yet with the excep
tion of Davis and Pryor-who lost in a 



close primary race against the powerful 
Sen. John McClellan-all of them won. 
So did two council-aided incumbents 
who encountered stiff opposition: Mon
tana's 1etcalf and Claiborne Pell of 
Rhode Island. Contributions to these 
campaigns generated by the council 
ranged between $18,000 and $50,000. 
The totals were not so sign ificant as what 
they represented as a proportion of in
dividual campaign costs. Of the slightly 
more than $200,000 spent by Hathaway, 
for example, $27,000 came via the good 
offices of the council. Further, in almost 
every case, money came when it was 
most needed in an underdog's campaign 
-early. 

"They were a great, great help," says 
Claiborne Pell of the council-inspired 
contributions to his campaign, "all the 
more so because they came in early. That 
enabled us to plan and make commit
ments at the outset, when that should be 
done." The council provided important 
advice as well: On the recommendation 
of its staff members, Pell retained tele
vision image-maker Charles Guggen
heim, whose work became an important 
factor in the Pell victory. 

From time to time, council support 
has itself been an issue. The opponents 
of several council-aided candidates have 
referred darkly to "outside money," and 
such conservative spokesmen as colum
nist Holmes Alexander and Spiro Agnew 
have characterized the group as one that 
seeks, in Alexander's phrase, to "see 
America stand naked to her enemies." 
During the 1964 campaign, several Re
publican candidates attacked theiJ" Dem
ocratic opponents for receiving council 
funds. One of their pieces of ammunition 
was a report by "a group of Senators and 
their staffs" alleging that the council's 
goals included "turning this country into 
a fourth-rate power at the mercy of the 
international wol£ pack." 

In last year's Rhode Island race, 
Republican John Chafee charged that 
Pell's acceptance of council support sig
naled his abandonment of the Trident 
submarine project, an economic sacred 
cow in the state. (Several thousand 
Rhode Islanders work on the project at 
the General Dynamics boatyard in 
Groton, Connecticut. ) Pell rebutted the 
charge by saying that he favors Trident 
despite the council's opposition to it. The 
fact that he was able to take such a stand 
and obtain council support demonstrates 
the organization's non-dogmatic ap
proach. "It understands the practical 
problems of being a ilberal and staying 
in office," says Pell's administrative as
sistant, Paul Goulding. 

The council's top men respond with 
a tolerant chuckle to suggestions that 
they are amateurs dabbling in the busi
ness of getting people elected to state-
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wide office. "There are actually very few 
pros in politics," says Bernie Feld. "Any
way, after working at this for ten years, 
I know a little something. We get advice 
from other people, but we make all the 
final decisions ourselves on who we're 
going to support." (The decisions can 
be puzzling. Last year the council board 
turned down an appeal from a moderate 
North Carolina Democrat, Nick Gali
fianakis, who was staging an uphill fight 
against an archconservative Republican 
candidate, Jesse Helms. Galifianakis, the 
board members felt , wasn't "impressive" 

I Peace and Politics I 
-so Helms was left to in effect cancel 
one of the council's liberal victories.) 

Although delighted by last fall's re
sults, council officials anticipate a diffi
cult time in 1974. "The Senate races 
should be bloody," says William Doer
ing. " ixon and Agnew will be out rais
ing hell to try to make up for last year's 
defeats." And the liberal senatorial can
didates, newcomers and incumbents, 
will be looking to a group of academics, 
a scattering of trusting contributors, and 
the spirit of Leo Szilard to help them re
pulse the assault. 0 
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Council 
for a Livable 

World 

Dear Council Supporter, 

December, 1973 

In these fateful days, we move from event to event with such 
disorienting speed that the actions we advise you to take today 
may become irrelevant tomorrow. 

By the time you and twenty-five thousand fellow Council 
supporters receive this letter and can respond appropriately, the 
importance and wisdom of creating a congressionally authorized 
special prosecutor responsible to the courts may have become ques
tionable . Similarly, the resignation or disability of the President 
may make it unnecessary to urge the Senate and House to continue 
impeachment proceedings past the preliminary stage. Early confirma
tion of Gerald Ford as Vice-President may not only lay to unsatis
factory rest the questions of Ford's appropriateness for the office , 
but also turn the alternative of congressionally authorized, special 
elections for a new President and Vice-President a year from now into 
retrospective dinner table conversation. 

Nevertheless, we can think of no more important step for the 
nation than a congressional decision to hold a special presidential 
and vice-presidential election concurrently with the House and Senate 
elections of 1974. We believe that these special elections should 
take place whether or not Congress confirms Gerald Ford as Vice
President . Senator Hathaway of Maine , who received the support of 
many of you in the past, has introduced such a bill (S.2678) which 
"provides that in the case of a vacancy occurring in the Offices of 
both the President and Vice- President , there will be a special Presi
dential election, with the highest ranking officer of the House of 
Representatives of the same party as the outgoing President serving 
as acting President until such election is held . " Senator Hathaway ' s 
proposal is founded in the bedrock of democracy: "It seems logical 
to me to allow the people themselves to decide who shall then receive 
what only they can rightfully give . " 

Barring declaration of a state of national emergency, no events 
are likely to change our conviction that our clearest and strongest 
hope, now and in the next few years, lies in the Senate of the United 
States. Your encouragement today of the four incumbent Senators whose 
high qualities and immediate needs for help we called to your attention 
about four weeks ago is your best and, perhaps, only insurance against 
further abuses in government. Currently, Senators Bayh, Church, 
Ribicoff, and Stevenson are among the co-sponsors of the bill to establish 
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a special independent prosecutor accountable to the courts rather than 
to the executive branch so that the people can be assured of the 
enforcement of the criminal laws and the due administration of justice. 

We especially need to re-elect these men of integrity and con-· 
science to deal with the difficult legislation that surely lies ahead. 
To the many of you who may already have received a note of thanks for 
your contribution, be assured not only that the resolve and spirit of 
the particular Senator you have supported has been enormously strengthened 
and encouraged by your action, but also that many other Senators now know 
that they, too, may count on your support when it is needed later. 

If you have not sent in your contribution, please do so soon. The 
Senate is in the process of taking some of its most decisive actions. 
Let its members know by your contribution and by a personal note (which 
we will forward with pleasure if you enclose it in the envelope) how 
much you are counting on them to lead the country out of its present 
distress wisely and with courage. 

We enclose brief biographies of the four Senators we recommend for 
your irranediate and generous support. We are also asking you to write 
or telegraph* your Senator about the need for an independent prosecutor 
to finish the work begun by Cox and also the desirability of a special 
presidential election in 1974. We make these suggestions fully aware 
that new developments may have made such steps irrelevant or inappro
priate by the time you receive this letter. 

Sincerely, 

Board Member President 

*Dial Western Union toll free (800-257-2211) for their special $2.00 rate 
for telegrams to any elected official. They are referred to as Personal 
Opinion Messages (POM) and are about three times less costly than a 
regular telegram. 

P.S. We are not asking that you contribute to certain other incwnhent 
Senators up for re-election who are obviously also worthy of Council 
endorsement because, at this time, their financial support is sub
stantially adequate. 



CONGRESSIONAL AUTHORIZATION OF A SPECIAL PROSECUTOR. 

Professor Raoul Berger, the ranking authority on constitutional law 
of the Harvard Law School , has stated clearly and unequivocally the argu
ments for the appointment of an independent lawyer to prosecute possible 
criminal actions perpetrated by members of the White House Staff, 
including the President. We quote from Professor Berger's New York Times 
article of 7 November 1973 in order to assist you in writing or telegraph
ing members of the Senate if and as you judge it appropriate. At this 
writing , it seems one of the most important actions you can take. 

It is generally agreed that the appointment of a 
special prosecutor to carry on the task begun by Archi
bald Cox is indispensable to restoration of confidence 
in the administration of justice . The nation cannot 
tolerate the spectacle of a potential defendant in the 
Presidency dictating to a prosecutor how far investigation 
may go. Acting Attorney General Bork's protestation that 
he means to be utterly independent in pursuing the Watergate 
and related investigations furnishes even less security 
than was furnished by the express charter of independence 
given to Mr. Cox by Attorney General Richardson. 

As the Supreme Court stated in Humphrey's Executor 
v. United States, "one who holds his office only during the 
pleasure of another, cannot be depended upon to maintain 
an attitude of independence against the latter's will." 

With good reason, therefore, has public sentiment cry
stallized in favor of a statute that would establish a special 
prosecutor as an agency completely independent of the President, 
to be appointed by a court . The power of Congress to establish 
independent agencies is indisputable; power to vest appointments 
in the courts is expressly conferred by Article II, Section 2(2) 
of the Constitution: "Congress may by law vest the appointment 
of such inferior officers as they think proper, in the President 
alone, in the Courts of Law, or in the Heads of Departments." 

Those who have been ready enough to argue to an illimitable 
power of removal--a power nowhere mentioned in the Constitution, 
which was the subject of protracted controversy in the first 
Congress, and which argument is discredited by Madison's state
ment in that debate that the President would be impeachable 
"for the wanton removal of meritorious officers"--should not be 
too quick to place limits upon the express and unqualified 
Congressional power to vest appointments in the courts. 

Somewhere there must exist power to provide for an independent 
special prosecutor to carry forward an untrammeled investigation 
of White House participation in a criminal conspiracy. Without 
straining, it can be found in Article II, Section 2(2). It follows 
that a statute authorizing a court to appoint a special prosecutor 
would be constitutional. 



SPECIAL PRESIDENTIAL SPECIAL ELECTION IN 1974 

CONSTITUTION: Article II, Section I , Clause 5 

In the Case of the Removal of the President from 
Office or of his Death, Resignation, or Inability to 
discharge the Powers and Duties of the said Office, the 
same shall devolve on the Vice-President, and the Congress 
may by Law provide for the Case of Removal, Death, Resig
nation or Inability, both of the President and Vice
President, declaring what Officer shall then act as Presi
dent, and such Officer shall then act accordingly , until 
the Disability be removed , or a President shall be elected. 

It is inconceivable that a President allegedly involved in a series 
of "high crimes and misdemeanors , " thoroughly discredited, who may be 
removed from office either by his party or the Congress of the United 
States, should be permitted to select the successor who will fill out 
his unexpired term. 

If we are to restore confidence in our nation, at home and abroad , 
we must have a new presidential election . Such an election could easily 
be held concurrently with the 1974 congressional elections. Three 
professors of law at Harvard, Paul A. Freund , Abram Chayes and Raoul 
Berger concluded , after an examination requested by Boston ' s Mayor 
Kevin H. White , that Congress has the authority to call for a special 
presidential election: "In our view , the constitutional text , the 
debates at Philadelphia , and the practice under the Constitution leave 
no doubt that the Congress has the power to provide by statute for a 
special presidential election." 



"We have a chance now after all 
these years .. . to cut off funds 
and force an end to our part in 
the war ... to do it for all of 
Indochina and bring peace at last." 

SENATOR CHURCH of Idaho 

June 29, 1973 
Washington, D.C. 
Before the United States Senate 

Senator Frank Church (D-Idaho) is without question one of the most capable and 
eloquent members of the U.S. Senate. First elected in 1956 at the age of 32, Church 
is now the third ranking member of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee. If re
elected, he will some day serve as the committee's chairman, continuing the dis
tinguished record of the committee under its present chairman, Senator William 
Fulbright. 

Church took an early stand against the Vietnam war--despite the extreme 
unpopularity of that position in Idaho at the time. Church was largely respon
sible for congressional passage of the two Cooper-Church amendments, which pro
hibited American combat troops from entering Cambodia, Laos, or Thailand. After 
the cease-fire in January, he introduced the Case-Church bill, to halt the bombing 
of Cambodia and to bar any future American military activity in Southeast Asia 
unless specifically authorized by Congress. Approved by the Senate on June 29, 
it was this amendment that ended American military involvement in Indochina. 

As Chairman of the Multinational Corporations Subcommittee, Church conducted 
the recent hearings on attempts by IT&T to subvert the 1970 election of Salvador 
Allende in Chile through CIA intervention. The Idaho Senator has also censured 
existing foreign aid programs which, in his words, have "propped up dictatorships, 
enriched the already rich and further impoverished the already poor." 

Senator Church is well known in Idaho for his stands on national and inter
national issues and for his careful attention to the needs of his state. From his 
position as a ranking member of the Senate Interior Committee, he has built an 
outstanding record in the field of conservation. As Chairman of the Senate Special 
Committee on Aging, he has authored extensive legislation to help the elderly. 

Campaigns for conservatives in Idaho have little trouble obtaining funding, 
and the right wing can be expected to launch a major effort to unseat Senator Church. 

Your check should be made ou~ to the IDAHO FOR CHURCH COMMITTEE. 



"I know that amending the 
Constitution is an awesome 
responsibility that I do not 
take lightly." 

SENATOR BAYH of Indiana 

September 24, 1973 
Washington, D.C. 
Statement before the Sub
cormni ttee on Constitutional 
Amendments 

In his second term in the u. S. Senate, Birch Bayh has established himself 
as one of the Senate's outstanding constitutional authorities. He believes in 
telling people what they need to know, rather than what they might like to hear. 
Change invariably produces controversy but Senator Bayh has gone ahead to write 
and guide to passage the 25th Amendment which provides for presidential and vice
presidential succession. He also led the successful effort for passage of the 
26th Amendment which lowered the voting age to 18; and sponsored and secured 
passage of the 27th Amendment to guarantee Equal Rights for men and women. 

Currently, Senator Bayh has renewed his efforts to do away with the electoral 
college, believing that direct popular election of the President and Vice Presi
dent is more representative of the will of the people. 

On arms control, Bayh supported the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty and the 
Senate Resolution calling for a cessation of U.S. and USSR test flights of MIRV. 

This year, the Senator urged an additional inquiry into the circumstances 
surrounding the fatal shooting of four Kent State University students, and in 
October introduced a revised form of his "Citizen's Privacy Act" which would make 
it illegal for an individual to record a telephone conversation without letting the 
other party know that the conversation is being recorded. The Bill further requires 
the Government to notify citizens whose files are held, and allows a citizen to 
make any corrections of erroneous materials in the files. 

Thanks to his organizational skills, he successfully led the Senate oppo
sition to Supreme Court nominations of Carswell and Haynsworth. 

Now he presides over the Judiciary Subcommittees on Constitutional Amend
ments, Juvenile Deliquency, and Appropriations Subcommittee on the District of 
Columbia. 

In 1968, and 1972, Indiana gave Nixon the largest vote margin of any state 
sweeping Republicans ~nto major state offices. In 1973, Senator Bayh headed the 
Nixon enemies list. Certainly his ~on~ list of accomplishments will be remem
bered and detailed by the pro-Nixon forces hoping to unseat a man who has earned 
his spurs as an independent spokesman for the good of the nation. 

Please make your check out to BAYH FOR SENATOR. 



"Our problems are great . But so 
are the resources of this nation 
and its people. We must restore 
their confidence in themselves 
and their government." 

SENATOR RIBICOFF of Connecticut 

July 12, 1972 
Miami Beach 
Democratic National Convention 

Senator Abraham Ribicoff (D-Conn.) has never hesitated to risk his political 
career out of a deep sense of conscience and national needs. It was Ribicoff 
who nominated George McGovern for President in 1968 at the Democratic convention, 
urged him to run in '72, and campaigned for him extensively--even though it pitted 
Ribicoff against conservative Democrats in his own state. And it was also 
Ribicoff who took the Speaker's stand at the 1968 Democratic convention to condemn 
the "Gestapo tactics" of the Chicago police. 

If anything sums up Senator Ribicoff, it is outspokenness and independence 
--on military spending cuts ... on equal enforcement of desegregation, north and 
south ... on welfare reform ... on consumer protection. 

Ribicoff has been able to take these stands because--as a two-term Congress
man, as Governor for 6 years, as Kennedy's first Secretary of Health, Education, and 
Welfare (HEW), and as Senator for two terms--he has served Connecticut well. 

Ribicoff has been the legislative champion for two main groups: consumers 
and the poor. In March, 1966, at a hearing on auto safety before his Government 
Operations Subcommittee, Ribicoff rebuked the president of General Motors for 
having ordered espionage against a committee witness, Ralph Nader. This was the 
occasion that launched the career of the young crusader. 

The Nixon landslide allowed Republicans to take control of state of fices 
in Connecticut in 1972. This will add some headaches for Ribicoff, and early 
money will be needed to help the Senator organize his fundraising and state 
campaign operations. 

Checks should be made to PEOPLE FOR RIBICOFF. 



"The people are fed up with 
politics as usual." 

SENATOR STEVENSON of Illinois 

January 29, 1973 
Springfield, Illinois 
Annual Franklin D. Roosevelt 

Dinner 

Senator Adlai E. Stevenson III (D-Ill.) after three years in the Senate 
has already assumed a position of leadership, very much in his family's tradition. 

Since his election in 1970 to fill the unexpired term of the late Everett 
McKinley Dirksen--and, indeed, since his election to the Illinois Legislature in 
1964--Stevenson has taken the lead in pushing for reforms in campaign financing 
and legislative practices. He has advocated annual mandatory disclosure of every 
congressman's personal income, and has called for public subsidization of elections, 
strict overall expenditure ceilings in campaigns, and creation of an independent 
commission to police campaign dirty tricks. 

Out of this same concern, Stevenson blew the whistle on indirect American aid 
to President Thieu's re-election campaign in South Vietnam, and pressured for an 
over-sight commission to keep American personnel in Vietnam "neutral" during the 
election. 

Stevenson is a hard worker, weighs his words carefully, and has illuminated 
such important policy matters as the mismanagement of federal housing programs, the 
spiralling U.S. sales of conventional arms, and the energy crisis and fuel 
shortages. 

Historically, Illinois is a swing state. Stevenson has won three state-wide 
elections, leading the ticket each time. But potentially dangerous fissures within 
the Democratic party, combined with a renewed effort by the Nixon Administration to 
extinguish the Stevenson tradition, pose formidable obstacles to Adlai Stevenson's 
re-election in 1974. 

Please make your check payable to CITIZENS FOR STEVENSON. 



,. Council 
J. for a Livable 

World 
July 31, 1975 

Dear Council Supporter, 

Since sending you our summer appeal and a subsequent reminder of our 
need for funds to support the Council' s Washington Program, we can report 
encouraging results from our efforts to increase the effectiveness of the 
Arms Control and Disarmament Agency (ACDA). The House has just passed an 
amendment authorizing an additional $1 million specifically designated "to 
conduct a study of the impact upon military expenditures of arms control 
measures mutually agreed to by the United States and the Soviet Union." 

The initial draft of this amendment was prepared by our legislative 
consultant, Carl Marcy, and sent to members of the House and Senate. It 
was accepted by Representative Zablocki (D-Wisc.) who is chairman of the 
House Subcommittee on Security and Scientific Affairs and a supporter of many 
positions taken by the Council. Shortly thereafter Representative Ab zug 
proposed the amendment with these remarks: 

" I would like again to urge my colleagues 
to examine critically the administration's 
dangerous new first-strike strategy, and to 
support research into alternatives to that 
strategy •••• " 

We expect the Senate version of the bill to include the stronger 
language of the Council's original draft which asked for evaluation of the 
long term consequences of a 20 per cent reduction. 

As the top three U. s. officials, Ford, Kissinger, and Schlesinger, 
attempt to make the policy of first-use of nuclear weapons thinkable to the 
Congress and to the public, it is more important than ever that the hand of 
the Council in Washington be strengthened. 

Therefore, we ask you again, please, to make a contribution to the 
Council For A Livable World . It is one thing you can do to counter a foreign 
policy based increasingly on arming for a military response to international 
conflicts. 

William Doeri ng 
Pres ,aent 

Ruth Ad ams 
VIce-President 

El i Sagan 
Treasurer 

With much gratitude and all good wishes. 

Yours sincerely, 

w'dl~~ 
William Doering ~ 

8 0 A R D 0 F D I R E C T 0 R S President 

Ch arles C. Price Daniel Aaron Jerome D. Frank Terry Lenzner, Counsel 
Chalfman 

Donald Eldridge Matthew Meselson Carl Marcy, Legrslatrve Consultant 
Bernard T. Feld Roger Fisher Charles Pratt, Jr. Co-Chatfman Jeanne Mattison , Ass ociate Di re c tor 

James G. Patton 
A llan Forbes, Jr. George W. Rathjens 

Wa shington Chauman Maur ice S. Fox Enid C B. Schoettle Steve Th omas, Polttrcal Director 
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, Council 
J. for a Livable 

World 

September 15, 1975 

Dear Council Supporter: 

This is a brief reminder urging you not to put off a response to 
the August 20th mailing any longer. That letter, we know, was long and 
could easily have been put aside for future attention. 

At this writing the prospect of a cut in the military budget across 
the board is still very much alive. Datelined 13 September was the report 
of an action by a House Appropriations Subcommittee cutting the Defense 
Department's $98 billion budget by $7 billion. Vigorous counter efforts by 
the DOD are already underway, but pressures from within the Congressional 
budget committees are strong to hold the line on military spending. 

There is a good chance that the final vote in the Senate on military 
procurement will not have taken place by the time you read this reminder. 
Many Supporters have already written to the Senators suggested in the August 
20th mailing, and we hope you will also write if you haven 't done so already . 

In our letter we asked for your Autumn contribution to the Council. 
This is the time when Steve Thomas' visits to the states of potential 
interest in the 197 6 elections become almost continuous. It is also the 
time when we should begin putting our new policy with respect to support of 
worthy incumbents into effect. This policy involves making modest contri
butions directly from the Council's general fund at the earliest appropriate 
time. For several incumbents, that time is now . 

Please don't postpone any longer making your contribution to the 
Council. Your support is needed. 

P . S. 

Yours sincerely, 

]) . 
~ 

William Doering 
President 

Many of you have already responded to the request that you 
help the Council attract new supporters. If you are not 
already part of this effort, please don't underestimate the 
importance of your personal involvement. 

BOARD OF DIRE C TO R S 

William Doering Charles C. Price Daniel Aaron Jerome D. Frank Terry Lenzner, Counse l 
Pres1aent Chauman 

Donald Eldridge Matthew Meselson 
Ruth Adams Bernard T. Feld Roger Fisher Charles Pratt , Jr. Vice-President Co-Chalfman 

Eli Sagan James G. Patton 
Allan Forbes , Jr. George W. Rathjens 

Treasurer Washmg ton Cha1rman Maurice S. Fox En id G.B. Schoettle 

Carl Marcy, Leg•slall ve Consul tant 

Jeanne Matt ison , Assoc iate Di rec tor 

Steve Th omas, Pol• t•cal Ouec tor 
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, Council 
J. for a Livable 

World 

Dear Council Supporter: 

October 17, 1975 

In our August letter we called attention to the unusual action of the Senate 
in rejecting a Conference Report on the 1976 Military Procurement Bill and send
ing it back to conference for trimming . The effect on the final Act was a re
duction of $250 million in the total authorization of $25.5 billion for 1976 
weapons procurement programs. Although not very much in absolute terms, it re
presents a reflection of the growing concern over the excesses in the military 
budget, and, quite concretely , has blocked cons truction of a new class of nuclear
powered strike cruiser, the ultimate cost of which had been conservatively esti
mated between $10 and $20 billion by the chairman of the Senate Budget Committee. 

Last spring the Council launched an effort to generate Congressional support 
for stopping all nuclear weapons tests, limiting the number of nuclear delivery 
vehicles to a level 20 percent below the figures in the Vladivostok Guidelines and 
establishing multinational control over regional re-processing of nuclear fuel. 
Our originial draft resolution with minor modifications has been introduced in the 
House by Congressman Zablocki, the first-ranking majority member of the Inter
national Affairs Committee. A similar resolution, the text of which is printed on 
the back of this letter, has been introduced by Senator Cranston with the support 
of Senators Brock, Mathias, and others. The Council will play an active role in 
the hearings on these resolutions, which will be held later this year. 

On the campaign front, there has been one important change: Senator John 0. 
Pastore (D- R.I.) has announced his retirement at the end of his present term. 
The Rhode Island election, in which previously we saw no opportunity for Council 
involvement, now shifts to the category of "Possible Gains." 

Those of you who have not already sent a contribution in response to the 
August 20th mailing or the reminder of September 15th are urged to do so. The 
Washington lobbying effort is making good progress. The election year is upon us. 
Please send in your contribution now. 

Yours sincerely , 
~]) . 

~ 
l.Jilliam Doering 
President 

P.S.During the current year alone, the Council has lost track of 316 of its 
Supporters through unreported changes of address. Whether or not you are making 
a contribution at this time, would you please correct any error in name, address 
or zip code showing on the enclosed card and return it in the enclosed envelope. 



CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 
"Nuclear Reduction, Testing and Non-Proliferation" 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representative concurring), 

WHEREAS the operation of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons 
was reviewed in May , 1975, by a special conference which included parties to such 
Treaty ; 

WHEREAS such conference confirmed the fact that states with nuclear-weapons 
capability have made only limited progress in pursuing "negotiations in good faith 
on effective measures relating to cessation of the nuclear arms race at an early 
date and to nuclear disarmament, and a treaty on general and complete disarmament," 
as called for by such Treaty ; 

WHEREAS a significant number of non-nuclear weapons states have not acceded to 
such Treaty; 

WHEREAS pressures generated by expanded energy requirements throughout the 
world have vastly increased the demand for non-military uses of nuclear energy; 

WHEREAS it is important that further efforts be undertaken on an urgent basis 
to limit the dangers involved in peaceful and military nuclear developments and 
that the position of the United States Congress be understood with respect to its 
willingness to give full effect to the terms of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation 
of Nuclear Weapons and to take further steps to limit nuclear dangers; Now, there
fore, be it 

RESOLVED by t he Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
President of the United States is respectfully requested to inform the appropriate 
foreign countries of the following declaration by the Congress of the United States 
with respect to arms control and disarmament negotiations and the proliferation of 
nuclear weapons materials: 

(1) The Congress of the United States, noting the principles of strategic 
parity embonied in the Vladivostok Accord of November 24,1974, urges their prompt 
embodiment in a Treaty . The Congress, further urges, after the conclusion of such 
a Treaty , immediate negotiations on a verifiable mutual 20 percent reduction in the 
number of strategic nuclear delivery vehicles and the number of strategic missile 
launchers equipped with multiple independently targetable reentry vehicles. 

( 2) The Congress of the United States urges a comprehensive agreement ending 
underground nuclear explosions under adequate verification. 

(3) The Congress of the United States, in order to reinforce international 
actions to prevent the proliferation of nuclear weapons and other nuclear explosive 
devices, urges a halt on further transfers of nuclear fuel, technology , and equip
ment to any country which has not accepted International Atomic Energy Agenc y safe
guards on all its nuclear programs or which b y January , 1976, has not become a 
party to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, upon the condition 
that all major nuclear suppliers agree to a similar halt on such transfers. 

(4) The Congress of the United States urges an agreement among the major 
nuclear suppliers providing that, with respect to the plutonium resulting from any 
transfer between countries of nuclear fuel, technology, or equipment, all re
processing of such plutonium will be performed in multinational regional nuclear 
fuel cycle centers which are protected b y t he strictest possible safeguards. 

(5) The Congress of the United States urges a halt in the production of wea
pons grade material for weapons use under an adequate verification s ystem. Follow
ing implementation of this provision, the Congress further urges, in order to share 
American resources and to guarantee nuclear fuel as needed to satisfy the legitimate 
energy needs of participating countries, the sharing of access to. and the product , --- __ _ .: _, 



~ CouncU J. for a Livable 
World 

Dear Council Supporter: 

18 November 1975 

Before the election season begins in earnest , we want to amplify our earlier 
remarks on four states where the opportunity for Council involvement is becoming 
clearer . We also want to explain how the new election law affects you and the Coun
cil and to emphasize what a crucial role we believe individual , small contributors 
will play in next year 's campaigns. 

Developments in Four States 
Since our preliminary survey of 1976 Senate elections was sent to you in August, 

there have been significant developments in four states. In our comments, we have 
underlined the names of candidates of potential interest to the Council. In the com
ing weeks board members will be meeting with each of them to discuss Council 
issues and to assess their qualifications for your support. 

Delaware 
Three years ago Delaware was the scene of a major Senate upset when Joseph 
Biden defeated incumbent Senator Caleb Boggs by a narrow margin. In that same 
year Tom Maloney was elected mayor of Wilmington by defeating incumbent Harry 
Haskill. 

During the Maloney administration, Wilmington has gained national recognition 
in fields as diverse as the reorganization of port facilities and the undertaking of a 
pilot project in urban homesteading. Long before New York City's fiscal crisis 
Wilmington was reordering basic services such as sanitation and firefighting , and 
eliminating non-essential jobs and facilities while maintaining a constant level of 
service . 

If Democrat Tom Maloney announces his candidacy, he is expected to give incum
bent Republican Senator William Roth a close and hard-fought race . 

Maryland 
In 1974 liberal Republican Charles Mathias won reelection by a commanding 
margin. Next year, incumbent Republican Glenn Beall is expected to face a far 
more difficult test. 
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Among announced and potential Demo
cratic challengers Baltimore Congressman 
Paul Sarbanes is considered to be the 
strongest contender. Former Senator Joseph 
Tydings, whose interest in the race has blown 
hot and cold, remains undecided. With Sar
banes and State Senator Victor Crawford 
already announced, Tydings ' entry as the third 
liberal could serve as an open invitation for a 
conservative Democrat to join in the primary. 
Since the Senate primary is in May, serious 
contenders will have to reach a decision by 
early next year. 

Regardless of the outcome of the Demo
cratic primary, Maryland's general election 
for the Senate will be a three-way race with 
'investment consultant Bruce Bradley, a 
former Republican, running as an Indepen
dent. 

Vermont 
Both Republicans and Democrats in Vermont 
anticipate a close race if Governor Thomas 
Salmon decides to challenge incumbent 
Senator Robert Stafford. That shared view 
emphasizes the changing political climate in a 
state which only last year elected Senator 
Patrick Leahy, the first Democratic Senator 
from Vermont since the Civil War. Vermont's 
changing politics reflect a heavy infusion of 
new residents primarily from urban areas in 
the Northeast, an increase of new industry in 
the Burlington area and the steady decline of 
the traditional family farm. 

Although clearly a moderate within the 
Republican Party, Senator Stafford has es
tablished in his first term a predominantly 
negative record on issues of immediate 
concern to the Council. 

Missouri 
For the Council, Delaware, Maryland and 
Vermont represent potential gains, while 
Missouri with the retirement of Senator Stuart 
Symington represents a potential loss. 

Republicans will nominate Attorney 
General John Danforth, a moderate who 
narrowly missed defeating Senator Symington 
in 1970. His campaign is expected to be fully 
funded by the end of this year. 

Democrats will have a harder time selecting 
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their nominee. Of the four announced or 
potential candidates in the Democratic 
primary, the major contest is expected to be 
between two Congressmen, Jerry Litton from 
northwest Missouri and James Symington 
from St. Louis, the son of Senator Symington. 
Former Governor Warren Hearnes, an an
nounced candidate , carries the very heavy 
burden of an ongoing federal investigation 
into his previous administration of the state 
government. Hearnes may also encounter dif
ficulties with the Federal Election Commis
sion over funds transferred to his Senate cam
paign from a prior gubernatorial campaign 
committee . The fourth Democratic candidate, 
Kansas City attorney Joseph Teasdale, is not 
expected to be a major factor if indeed he 
remains in the Democratic primary. 

Council Supporters and the 
1974 Election Campaign Act 
Amendments 

Uncertainties surrounding the Federal Elec
tion Campaign Act will continue pending the 
Supreme Court's ruling on the constitutionali
ty of the law and, equally important, issuance 
by the Federal Elections Commission of 
specific guidelines dealing with the practical 
problems which are encountered daily in fun
draising and the conduct of campaigns . 

Because the law, in whatever form, will 
have a major effect on next year's elections, 
we believe it important to outline the likely 
impact it will have upon you as a citizen and 
upon the activities of the Council. 

Supporters may be affected in any one of 
three general ways: limitations on con
tributions, provisions governing volunteer ac
tivities in federal campaigns, and tax benefits 
provided by the law. 

Contributions in cash may not exceed $100. 

Any person may contribut~ $1000 to a con
gressional candidate in each of three elec
tions, the primary, the primary run-off and the 
general (a total of $3000). A total of only $1000 
may be contributed to a presidential can
didate, since the law treats the different state 
primaries and nominating conventions as a 
single election. 



There is an annual limit of $25,000 total for 
all political contributions made by an in
dividual contributor to federal candidates and 
pol.itical committees supporting them. It is 
probable that individual contributions to the 
Council are not subject to this limitation, since 
the Council is engaged in a variety of activities 
other than the support of federal candidates. 

In practice, such high limits leave Council 
Supporters free to contribute as they have in 
the past, unaffected by the law. 

Another area of the law may affect the 
political activities of Supporters next year. 
Any Council Supporter who serves as a 
volunteer in a political campaign may pay out
of-pocket incidental travel expenses or the 
costs of a party for a candidate in his or her 
"residential premises" up to a limit of $500 in 
any election, without such expenses counting 
as a campaign contribution. 

Of importance to all Council Supporters are 
the new tax benefits which apply to con
tributions to candidates for public office at the 
federal, state or local level. These same 
benefits do not, however, apply to contri
butions to the Council. 

The law permits a contributor to political 
candidates two tax options: either a deduction 
or a credit. In the first option, a contributor 
may deduct any contribution up to $100 ($200 
on a joint return) from his taxable income in 
the same year in which the contribution is 
made. Alternatively, a contributor may take a 
tax credit of one half of all his political con
tributions up to a maximum credit of $25 ($50 
on a joint return) in the year in which the con
tributions are made. With a credit you simply 
subtract one half your political contributions 
(subject to the $25 and $50 maximum) from 
your tax payment. 

ff used thoughtfully, these benefits will per
mit many of you to increase the level of your 
support for political candidates at no extra 
expense. As an example, a Supporter who, un
aware of the tax benefits, is planning to con
tribute a total of $50 to political candidates in 
1976 may now invoke a tax credit of $25 and 
thus be able to make contributions totalling 
$75 without exceeding his or her original 
budget of $50. Since average Supporter con-

3 

tributions to Senate candidates in 1974 were 
$21 , there is good reason to believe that 
widespread use of the tax benefits could sub
stantially increase the level of support to can
didates next year, perhaps by $75,000 or more . 

In the case of the Council, the new law com
es closer to placing a restraint on our 
traditional campaign activities. The Council is 
limited to a total contribution of $5000 to a 
Senate candidate in each of three elections, 
again the primary, the primary run-off and the 
general. Council contributions from its own 
funds to a federal candidate are applied in full 
against this $5000 limit. Your contributions as a 
Supporter, however , are not counted against 
these limits but are applied instead against the 
limits on your own individual contributions as 
outlined above . 

The Council's contributions also include the 
cost of a mailing or that part of a mailing 
which recommends the election of any federal 
candidate. Since the current cost of Council 
candidate mailings is less than $5000, the 
Council can continue raising funds for Senate 
candidates in its traditional manner. 

In record keeping and in filing public 
reports with the Federal Election Commission 
the Council's obligations have been increased 
considerably. We are obliged to maintain 
records of the names and addresses of all Sup
porters who contribute in excess of $10 in ag
gregate either to the Council or to a federal 
candidate. As before, we are obliged to report 
to the Commission the names, addresses, oc
cupations and principal places of business of 
all Supporters who contribute in excess of 
$100 in aggregate either to the Council or to a 
federal candidate. Finally, we are obliged to 
report to the Commission the total of all ip
dividual contributions of $100 or less either to 
the Council or to a federal candidate. In staff 
time alone, the reporting requirements have 
become a major item in the Council's 
operating expenses, particularly in an election 
year. 

Because this record keeping and reporting is 
required by law, we ask you to check carefully 
the contribution card enclosed in each mailing 
for any error in your name and address and to 
keep us posted on your currerit occupation and 



place of business. The few moments taken up 
by this chore will help us to comply fully with 
the disclosure requirements of the law. 

Changing Patterns in Fund-Raising 
If election reform can be counted as a 

positive result of Watergate , the revelation of 
widespread illegal corruption of the election 
process by corporations and self-interest or
ganizations must count as another . Although 
we have made no effort to keep a complete 
record of convictions for criminal violations , 
the list includes American Airlines , Braniff 
Airways, Carnation Company Goodyear Tire 
and Rubber Co., Gulf Oil , Lehigh Valley Co-op 
Farmers, Minnesota Mining and Manufac
turing, Philips Petroleum, and Northrop Corp . 

A more detailed picture of the scope of this 
kind of activity is given in an AP dispatch 
printed in the Washington Post, 10 August 
1975, pertaining to the Ashland Oil Company: 

The campaigns of current members of the U.S . 
Senate and House as well as forme r President 
Nixon and ma ny Ke ntucky politi cans r ece ive d part 
of $724,000 in ill egal politi ca l dona tions, Ashl and 
admitted in docume nts fil ed with th e Securiti es 
and Exci:i an ge Commission .... 

Among Am eri can politicians receiving ill ega l 
contri bu ti ons fr om the compa ny was. the la te Rep. 
Mi ch ael) . Ki rw an, a Dem ocra t from Ohi o. who ot 
$60.000. 

Rep . Wil bur D. Mills (D-A rk .] received $50 ,000 
th at th e docu ments indi ca te M ill s w as go ing to 
do na te to oth er Dem ocra ti c ca nd id ates . ... 

Othe r Sena te ca nd ida tes , a ll now incumbe nts, 
who received fun ds in cl ude Ind iana De m ocrats 
Va nce H a rtke , $3500 , a nd Bi rch Bayh , $3000, both 
in 1968 ; Milton R. Young [R-N.D.) , $3500, a lso in 
1968 ; H ubert H . Humphrey (D-Minn .), th ree con
tributions tota lli ng $8000 in 1970; an d James 0. 
Eas tla nd (D-Miss .), Ca rl T . Cu rti s (R-Neb .), john) . 
Spa rk man (D-A la .), a nd J. Be nnett Johnston (0 -
La.). $5000 each in 1972 .... 

Ashland also has admitted th a t pa rt of the more 
than $98,000 it r ece ived in secret paymen ts fro m 

Convicted Contributors 
Compeny Nem• Flne/Prlaon .Current Stetu1 

American Sh ip Build Ing George M. Stelnbrenwer 3d $15,000 Still chairman at SS0,000/yr. 
John H. Melcher Jr. $2,500 Disch•ged. Practicing Jaw in Clevel11d. 

Ash land Oil Orin E. l~ins • $1 ,000 StiR chairman at S314.000/yr. 
Assoc iated Milk Producers Harold S. Nelsot 4-months prison Resianed. Now in commolities exports. 

$10,000 
David L. Parr 4-months prison Resi&IMll. 

$10,000 
Shlart H. Russen 2-years prison•• Resigned. Now In private law praclke. 

Braniff International Hardiftl l. lawreiice $1 ,000 SUH chairman at S335,000/yr. 
Carnation H. Everett OISOI $1 ,QQO Still chairmanat S212,500/yr. 
Diamond International by DulrDWi1 $1 ,000 Still Y.P. for public affairs. 
Goodyear Tire~ Rubber Russell DeYo1111 $1 ,000 Still chairman of 2 committees 

at S306,000/yr. also colleclinf 
~ension of S144.000/rr. 

Gull Oil Claude c, Wild Ir. $1 ,000 Consultant in Washingto1. D. C. 
HMS Electr ic Charles N. Husema $1,000 Still president. 
LBC&W Inc. William 6. lyles Sr. $2,000 Still chairmn. 
Lehigh Valley Cooperative Richarll.l. lllisOI Suspended Discharged. 
Farmers FlneofS1 ,000 

3M Harry Heltzer $500 Retired as chairman, but does 
special projects at S 1 OD.ODO/yr. 

Northrop Thomas Y. JHes s~ . ooa Still chief mcutive at S286,000/yr. 
lamAllu $1.000 Retired as V.P. with pension 

est. at S36.0DO/Yr. 
Phillips Petroleum William W. Keeler $1 ,000 Retired with pension est. at S201, 742/yr. 
Ratrie, Robbins & Harry Ratrie 1-monlh probation Still president 
Schweitzer Augustus Robbins ld 1-month probation Still Exec. V.P. 
Time Oil Raymold lbeadrot• $2,000 Still president. 

•~Hes.ct no contl'lt • •under •PPMJ 
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the Central Intelligence Agency was mixed in the 
fund from which the illegal contributions were 
made . 

Over the past two years, punishments for 
convicted corporations involved fines ranging 
from $1000 to $25,000, while those for in
dividual officers are tabulated in an article, 
"Watergate Donors Still Riding High," which 
appeared in the New York Times of 24 August 
1975. 

Despite the trivial sentences handed down , 
it is likely that illegal corporate contributions 
will decrease dramatically. It is also likely that 
large donors to past campaigns will respect the 
new $1000 limitation on individual con
tributions. 

What effect will these sharp reductions in 
traditional sour·ces of political funding have 
on campaign financing? We already see two 
significant developments, one in corporations 
and the other in the private sector. 

Businessmen are being encouraged by the 
National Association of Manufacturers to 
employ a legally acceptable alternative 
allowed by the 1974 amendments to the 
Federal Election Campaign Act and 
elaborated in the NAM's brochure: "Political 
Participation: Permissable Political Fund 
Raising for Corporations ."* The gist of this 
program is outlined in a quotation from the in
troduction : 

No w , w he th e r you r firm is a gove rnm e nt con
tr ac to r o r not, yo u m ay est ablish a politi cal com
mitt ee-u s u a ll y ca ll e d a se parate segregated 
fund - within your plant or offi ce ; you may soli cit 
vo lunt a ry e mployee co ntributions to this fund ; 
comp a ny offi ce rs ma y se rve as fund manage rs and 
som e o r a ll of th e money coll ec te d ma y be dis
tribut e d by th e manage rs of th e fund to political 
candidates a nd committees ; and company dollars 
us d to administ e r th e fund are not considered a 
po liti ca l exp e nditure. 

Congr ess h a s cr eat ed a legitimate means for cor
p ora ti ons to off e r e mplo yees a meaningful wa to 
mass th e ir vo luntary political contributions and 
dir ec t th e m with multipli e d effect toward deser
v ing ca ndida tes who und erstand the problems of 
th e ir compa n y, th e business community and the 
na tion . 

*Th e compl e te program is available at a cost of $2.00 
from th e National Association of Manufacturers , Public 
Affairs De partme nt. 1776 F. St .. N .W .. Washington. D.C. 
20006. 

Although it would be unthinkable to in
terfere with the right of any citizen to make a 
legal political contribution as an individual, 
the important line separating voluntary from 
compulsory contributions may be difficult to 
maintain under present and developing com
pany participation plans. A UPI dispatch 
dated St. Louis, 23 August 1975, reports how 
one such plan has worked in the past: 

Empl oyees of th e Monsanto Corporation have 
contrib u te d more than $1 million to politicians 
si nce 1968 in a pa yroll d eduction program that 
so m e e mpl oyees say is no t vo luntary, the St. Louis 
Post Dispatch r e p orte d Saturday night. 

Th e ne wspa pe r said som e of the 21 Monsanto 
executi ves w illing to ta lk a b out th e contribution 
p la n sa id it was no t volunt a ry and th a t th ey h ad 
bee n 'coe r ced ' or 'pressured ' into putting money 
int o th e pl a n. Som e sa id th ey h ad been told future 
p rom oti ons de pe nd ed on th e ir taking part in the 
pl an . 

These developments give little encourage
ment to those who hoped the new campaign 
amendments would assure the election of 
broadly financed public servants responsive 
to the people. 

What a difference there is between the 
'coerced' and 'pressured' contributor in a cor
porate political payroll plan and the voluntary 
contributor to a public-interest organization 
like the Council. The one participates under 
th e shadow of a variety of possible 
consequences if he refuses to participate; the 
other acts only under self-imposed pressure 
without the slightest possibility of retribution 
if he declines to contribute . The one has his 
candidates selected by officers of the com
pany for their understanding of company 
problems; the other contributes directly to 
candidates, recommended by the Council , if 
those candidates hold positions compatible 
with his own personal views. Indeed, the 
Council itself survives only by the consent of 
its Supporters. 

In the private sector , the significant de
velopment in response to the drying up of 
previous major sources of conservative fun
ding is an extraordinary proliferation of 
broadly based, political support organizations. 
Such new and old right wing groups as the 
Americans for Constitutional Action, the Com
mittee for the Survival of a Free Congress, the 



National Conservative Action Committee, the 
Conservative Victory Fund and the Conser
vative Campaign Committee are steaming 
ahead in heavily backed efforts to expand the 
numbers of their $1000 and under con
tributors . 

As an illustration, the program of the Com
mittee for the Survival of a Free Congress 
states that "the 94th Congress which convened 
on January 13 is the most liberal, anti
business, anti-military, pro-welfare Congress 
of all time . For the future safety and security 
of America, conservatives must recapture con
trol of the next Congress. CSFC has de
veloped . . . (a) four point action program de
signed to defeat 100 of the most radical U.S . 
Senators and Congressmen in the 1976 general 
election and turn America away from 
Socialism." 

Their goal to "raise an 'Early Money' cam
paign fund of $2,000,000 to help conservative 
candidates in Republican primaries, special 
elections and in the 1976 general election" is 
not to be taken lightly. In 1974 they raised 
$412,248 in only four months and, by early Oc
tober of this year, have already raised $424,-
305. 
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Certainly the rapid growth of corporate 
political action committees and the recent 
emergence of large, well-financed fundraising 
organizations of the conservative right repre
sent a dramatic change in campaign financing 
practices. 

On the moderate-liberal side, large givers 
are also out of the picture. Yet, we see no com
parable response. o new Council-like groups 
of $1000-and-under givers are being formed 
nor are there any signs of revitalization of the 
campaign support activities of existing liberal 
organizations. 

At no time has it been more starkly apparent 
that Council Supporters constitute the major 
national group of small contributors on whom 
the strength of the moderate-liberal side of the 
Senate depends . 

Having tried your patience with the length 
of this letter, I find it very hard to phrase a 
request for money-but it is badly needed. 

Best wishes for a happy Thanksgiving. 

tJ~]) . 
~ 

William Doering 



~ Council J. for a Livable 
World 

Dear Council Supporter, 

January 14, 1976 

In our first election letter we are recommending for support an 
exceptionally attractive candidate, U.S. Representative Paul Sarbanes (D- Md.), 
in his bid to unseat incumbent Senator J. Glenn Beall (R- Md.). 

Following our customary procedure, we are enclosing a profile 0f Paul 
Sarbanes which we hope you will study and retain fur future reference. It 
outlines the candidate's understanding of and concern for the issues of arms 
control and disarmament. Position on these issues constitutes one of the 
three criteria for recommendation for Council support, the other two being an 
ability to run a successful campaign and the likelihood that your financial 
contributions will make a difference. 

For those Supporters who have recently joined the Council we want to 
review briefly the Council's traditional method of fundraising for candidates. 

In our election appeals we normally ask supporters to make their checks 
payable either to a candidate's campaign committee or to the Council according 
to an alphabetical division of supporters by name. For example, in this 
mailing we ask those of you whose last name begins with the letters A-K to 
contribute to the Council and those whose last name begins with the letters 
L-Z to make their checks payable to Sarbanes for Senate '76. Supporters who 
are asked t~s time to contribute to the Council are normally offered an 
opportunity to contribute to Senate candidates in the next election appeal. 

Supporters will occasionally have other than Council priorities in 
selecting candidates to support. The inclusion of the phrase "unless you have 
a special preference to the contrary, please make your check payable to . " 
is to assur~ that your political contribution goes to a candidate of whom you 
approve. 

Although the Haryland deadline f or candida t e filing i s no t un til March , 
Paul Sarbanes is expected to face a tough primary battle for the Democr a tic 
nomination. A contribution now will ensure him a strong primary campaign 
and will prepare the ground for what is certain to be a very difficult general 
election. 

Accordingly, "unless you have a special pref erence to the contrary," please 
make your check payable to the Council if your l ast name begins with the letters 
A-K and to Sarbanes for Senate '76 i f your last name begins with the letters 
1-Z. All contributions should be returned in the enclosed envelope. 

Sincerely, 

~]) . 
~ 

William Doering 
President 

100 Maryland Avenue, N.E., Washington, D.C. 20002. Phone: 202-543-4100. Founded in 1962 by Leo Szilard 



Challenging entrenched incumbents is not a 
new experience for either U.S. Representative 
Paul Sarbanes or the Council, but it is very rare that 
we can recommend to you a candidate so well 
equipped by intellect, training , experience, and 
character. 

One of his colleagues, John Seiberling (0-0hio) 
who served with him during the House Judiciary 
Committee's impeachment inquiry, described Sar
banes as level-headed , brainy, well-educated and 
attractive, and then added: "Most important, he's a 
decent person ." 

Sarbanes is frequently cited as one of the out
standing young members of the Congress. Last 
March the magazine Washington Monthly included 
him in a small group of Senators and con
gressmen whom the magazine considered 'most 
qualified' for the presidency. When the writer of 
that article interviewed Sarbanes, he found that the 
third term Congressman "took an extremely dim 
view of my project. ... He does not like being con
sidered a rising political star." Sarbanes explained 
his lack of enthusiasm. "I don't think you ought to 
write a game plan for your life ... You really ought 
to do the job at hand , and if you do it well , things 
may follow and things may not." 

Paul Spyros Sarbanes was born in Salisbury, 
Maryland in 1933, the son of Greek immigrant 
parents. After graduating magna cum laude from 
Princeton University as a scholarship student in 
the Woodrow Wilson School of Public and Inter
national Affairs , he spent the next three years as a 
Rhodes Scholar at Oxford University, studying 
economics and government. On his return, again 
as a scholarship student, he attended Harvard Law 
School, graduating cum laude in 1960. 

In 1962-63 he was administrative assistant to 
Walter Heller. Chairman of President Kennedy's 
Council of Economic Advisors. 

In 1966 he was elected to Maryland's House of 

Delegates from Baltimore City. He served on the 
House Ways and Means Committee, the Com
mittee on Taxation and Fiscal Matters and the 
Committee on Legislative Organization and 
Procedure. Given his experience and education , it 
is hardly surprising that he came to be regarded as 
an expert on fiscal matters. 

In 1968 he served as state coordinator for 
Senator Robert F. Kennedy's presidential cam
paign. 

In 1970 Sarbanes announced his candidacy for 
the U.S House of Representatives , challenging a 
thirteen-term Democratic incumbent, George 
Fallon . the powerful Chairman of the House Publ ic 
Works Committee. Winning the primary by a 
margin of only 2,000 votes. Sarbanes garnered 
financial support both from individual , small con
tributors within his district and from national anti
war. labor and environmental organizations. 

Two years later, Sarbanes found the boundaries 
of his congressional district radically altered by the 
Maryland Legislature , a change that pitted him in 
his first bid for re-election against a twelve-term 
Democratic incumbent, Edward Garmatz, Chair
man of the House Merchant Marine and Fisheries 
Committee. But the 1972 primary was no repeat of 
1970. Shortly before the primary election . 
Congressman Garmatz unexpectedly announced 
his retirement from the Congress. 

In 197 4, in his third run for Congress. there was 
no contest at all. Unopposed in the primary, Sar
banes carried his district in the general election 
with 84 % of the vote. 

In his three terms in Congress, Paul Sarbanes 
has consistently demonstrated that he shares with 
the Council a common and fundamental concern 
with reversing the disastrous course of the nuclear 
arms race . assigning a high priority to pursuit of 
effective arms control , reducing excessive military 
expenditure and reasserting the proper role of 



Congress in foreign policy matters. He voted to 
halt production of the B-1 bomber, to cut funding 
for ABM , to require ACDA to report to Congress on 
the impact of major weapons programs on U.S. 
arms control policy and negotiations. He sup
ported efforts to prohibit flight testing of MARV 
ballistic missile systems and to ban the export of 
nuclear fuel and technology to countries which 
were not parties to the nuclear Non-Proliferation 
Treaty . 

On these grounds alone, it would be hard to im
agine a candidate whom we could recommend 
with greater enthusiasm, but there is another side 
of the Sarbanes record which tells a great deal 
about him as a person and a public official . Paul 
Sarbanes has strong convictions about his 
responsibilities toward the people who elected 
him . The staff of his Baltimore office devotes nearly 
full time to assisting constituents in solving in
dividual problems that arise in their dealings with 
the various federal agencies such as the Social 
Security Administration , the Internal Revenue Ser
vice or the Veterans Administration . When the Ad
ministration proposed closing Baltimore 's Public 
Health Service Hospital , he was instrumental in 
keeping it open , citing in support of his position es
timates by the Maryland Hospital Association that 
other hospitals in the area were not equipped to 
handle the excess load . 

Another conviction central to Sarbanes' public 
philosophy is that trust between citizens and public 
officials is a matter that "goes to the very heart of 
the Democratic system" . Sarbanes, a member of 
the House Judiciary Committee, emphasized this 
theme in announc ing his candidacy for the United 
States Senate . "As one who sat for many long 
months through the impeachment inquiry I un
derstand and feel deeply the critical importance of 
integrity in C'Ur political process. There must be an 
essential feeling of mutual confidence and trust 
between the voters and their elected represen
tatives" . 

With a filing deadline of March 8 the field of can
didates in Maryland 's Democratic Senate primary 
remains unsettled. Aside from two minor can
didates, Paul Sarbanes and former Senator 
Joseph Tydings ( 1964-1970) are the only an
nounced candidates at present. Among other 
possible candidates are Attorney General Francis 
Burch, a conservative, and Governor Marvin 
Mandel , now under federal indictment. 

The Council is giving Congressman Sarbanes 
its highest recommendation for your support at this 
time , because we regard him as uniquely qualified 
on Council issues and the strongest candidate to 
oppose incumbent Senator J. Glenn Beall , Jr. 

Senator Beall has established in his first term a 
record which reflects neither concern nor 
awareness of the dangers to United States security 
implicit in the international arms race . His uncritical 
support of military expenditures without regard to 
actual security requirements is documented in 
scores of votes . He voted against the amendment 
by Senators Brooke and Mcintyre to delete 
research and development funding for counter
force weapons and a similar amendment by 
Senator Hathaway to delete research and develop
ment fund ing for the cruise missile system which is 
currently the principal obstacle preventing a 
successful conclusion of a second SALT agree
ment. He opposed Senator Symington 's amend
ment placing a ceil ing on overall military procure
ment and supported the Conference Report on 
expenditures for mi litary procurement , wh ich 
exceeded the budgetary guidel ines and the actual 
amount previously voted by the Senate. Incidental
ly, the Conference Report was rejected in the 
Senate by a 48-42 vote. 

The Maryland Senate race is not the first time 
that Paul Sarbanes has undertaken an uphill battle. 
For Council Supporters it is an excellent oppor
tunity to play a crucial role in a crucial election . 

_ ,_ Please save this profile until November 2nd. We will refer to it in future mailings. 



URGENT 

The House of Representatives is expected to vote soon after 
Congress reconvenes on whether to uphold the historic Senate 
decision reached last month to cut off covert military 
operations in Angola. 

The 54-22 passage of the Tunney Amendment marks the first 
time that a legislative body has voted to block a presidential 
decision to provide covert aid through the CIA to forces in a 
foreign country involved in internal struggle. 

Should you wish to encourage House passage of the Senate 
position on Angola, the Council urges that you contact your U.S. 
Representative preferably by telegram* or telephone im
mediately upon receipt of this letter. Ask that he or she vote in 
favor of the Banker Resolution (D-Wash) or other resolutions 
which would prevent United States involvement in Angola. 

The two major provisions of the Banker Resolution are: 
1) that the President should refrain from providing 

assistance of any kind, directly or indirectly, for 
military or paramilitary operations in Angola unless 
and until such assistance is specifically approved by 
Congress 

2) the people of Angola should be allowed to determine 
their own political future without military in
terference from any foreign country 

* Telegram: Use local toll free Western Union number for 
special rates accorded Public Opinion Message, 
$2.00 for fifteen words 

Telephone: Use U.S. Capitol Switchboard number: 
(202) 224-3121 

Write: U . S. House of Representatives 
U. S. Capitol 
Washington, D. C. 20515 
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Dear Council Supporter, 

February 18, 1976 

Shortly after you received our last letter the House voted by an over
whelming margin (323-99) to join the Senate in opposing further covert 
military funding for Angola. The potential for a disastrous U . s . involvement 
seems to have been avoided for the moment. 

The Supreme Court decision on the Federal Election Campaign Act is 
expected to have little or no effect on Council fundraising and campaign 
support. The Court ruled out expenditure limits in congressional campaigns 
and declared unconstitutional several of the functions of the Federal 
Election Commission as presently appointed. The most immediate problem 
for the Congress is to find an alternate method for the administration of 
matching funds for presidential candidates. 

Senator Edmund Muskie 's campaign for reelection received a major 
boost when U.S. Rep. William Cohen (R-Me .) announced that he would not 
enter the Maine Senate race. His opponent is now expected to be Robert 
Monks who unsuccessfully challenged former Senator Margaret Chase Smith 
in the 1972 Republican Senate primary. Monks is not a candidate of interest 
to the Council. 

Muskie is considered a heavy favorite, and the Council foresees no 
reason for substantial involvement. However, on Council issues Senator 
Muskie has established a distinguished record which deserves our recognition . 
Accordingly, under our new incumbents policy, the Council made a contribution 
of $2000 from its own funds to the Muskie campaign. 

With permission from Council Supporter J . R . Keys of Tallahassee, 
Florida, we would like to share with you excerpts from his letter to us 
explaining why he contributed to the Sarbanes' campaign instead of to the 
Council as suggested by the alphabetical arrangement in our last mailing . 
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Mr. Keys wrote: ''I was privileged to see Paul Sarbanes at work when 
he was in the Maryland House of Delegates; at that time (1970), I was working 
for the General Assembly, and quickly saw that he was one of the 'brightest 
stars' in that body . He would, of course, be a tremendous asset to my native 
state, which has so much to be depressed about, given its recent gloomy political 
history. He made me proud to be a Marylander when he conducted himself so 
well during the Nixon Impeachment Hearings, and I know he would likewise make 

me proud of his conduct as a U . S . Senator . " 

Our response to Mr. Keys pointed out that "obviously individual Supporters 
will from time to time have good reason to pursue their own course." The 
alphabetical division in our appeals is intended to help you send your contribution 
where it is needed most, but the final decision is, and should be, your own. 

The pace of the Democratic Senate primary in Maryland, set for May 3rd, 
is c::tepping up rapidly. Speculation continues that Democratic Governor Marvin 
Mandel, though under federal indictment, may further complicate the race by 
announcing his own candidacy . 

For Council endorsed candidate Paul Sarbanes it is essential to make a 
strong showing in the primary and to establish a momentum whi ch will carry 
over to the difficult encounter with incumbent Republican Senator Glen Beall in 
the general . 

Council support of Paul Sarbanes got off to a good start last month, but 
much more is needed now when it can be used most effectively . 

In case you mislaid the profile of Sarbanes we mailed last month, another 
copy is enclosed for your convenience . Please make a contribution as indicated 
on the enclosed card . 

Sincerely, 

Uli.; .. ])~ 
William Doering 
President 
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Looking at the spread of nuclear weapons, 
the first chairman of the Atomic Energy 
Commission tells the U.S. Senate: 

''I'm glad 
I'm not a young man 

and I'm sorry 
for my grandchildren.'' 
(David E. Lilienthal , Washington , D.C. , january 19, 1976) 



With ap . prectation to th e Bulletin of At . omiC Scientists 

8... 7 6 ••• 5 ••• • •• 

Soon th f e tme will be • • • 



Too Late. Hirosh•m•, August 6, 1945 



Today ••• 

U.S. nuclear kill power 
is the equivalent of 
615,385 'Hiroshimas'. 

Tomorrow ••• 



''Nuclear catastrophe -
whether by plan or mistake, 
accident, theft or blackmail -
is no longer implausible.'' 
(Henry Kissinger, Milwaukee, Wisconsin, July 14, 1975) 

Despite this warning, 
Mr. Kissinger continues to pursue 
the strategy of 'limited' nuclear war; 
and further fails to disavow 'first use' 
of nuclear weapons by this country. 



In contrast Mr. Lilienthal urges the Senate: 

''Let's do 
what we can do 
alone ••• 
Let's see whether 
American leadership, 
American diplomacy, 
American economic and j 

:;:: 

moral pressure, t .. 
American withholding, a revival ! 
in American pride in our record, I 
cannot give us, and therefore ) 
the world, a course of action 1 
to avoid the pending disaster.'' : 

~ 
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And We - the Council for a Livable World - Urge You: 

As one American, to join with us to stop the race to extinction ••. 
bring sense . • • exert influence . . • take responsibility ..• 
by helping to get the right people elected to the Senate 
in the first place. Not just in your state, but all across 
the country - wherever progressive candidates are running 
and stand a real chance of winning. 

Remember: 

It is the Senate that consents to treaties, 
approves cabinet posts, 
and carries major responsibility for foreign policy; 

It is the Senate that traditionally takes the lead, 
sets the pace, 
and counters the Executive abuses. 
In short, it is the Senate that represents you in matters of war, and peace. 



Start With 30 

Thus far iust 14,000 people, with one common goal, have supported and 
helped to elect 30 United States Senators; 30 Senators who believe 
that averting nuclear war is the first business of the Congress, of the world. 

30 seats 
screened below 



Those 14,000 People Are The 'Supporters' Of The Council for a Livable World. 

They, and the Senators they helped to elect, are committed 
to a legacy of common sense, and common survival. 

Our organization, the Council for a Livable World, 
was created by nuclear physicist Leo Szilard. Already 
internationally famous for his experiments in unraveling 
the mystery of the nuclear chain reaction, Szilard began 
to design a political experiment, the Council, 
to guard against further misuse of his discovery. 

His theory was simple: 

Add the "Sweet Voice of Reason" 
to the most important legislative body -
the United States Senate. .. 
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leo Szilard, Nuclear Physicist 
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Build a Council for a Livable World. 

Let it lobby the Senate to reduce nuclear weapons, 
Let it draft legislation to control the military, 
Let it bring the most authoritative speakers 
to address the Senate. 

- But first and foremost -

Let it report to the people 
where to put their money and when ... 
which races, which candidates, and at what time. 

Through the Council, Supporters have come to expect 
success - 10 winners in '74, another 10 in '72 - but they 
value the Council for something even more important ••. 



... Hope. 

Dear Council Friends, 

Here is my $30 -- I was going to get some 
new slacks and a blouse, but, God knows we need 
your help a lot more than I need a new outfit. 
I was beginning to despair of my children and 
grandchildren inheriting a decent country in 
which to ~ow u~ and flou rish. 

I haven't had such high spirits in years. 
I didn't know you existed. Incidentally, I 
just mailed $15 to ~x. Cranston. Please use 
this $30 in whatever way you see fit. 

I'll try to . send more next month. 

Sincerely. 

J::::.~J:::t 

Meet one. 



Meet The Senators. 

Check their performance on nuclear and military issues: 

Senator Abourezk (D-S.D.) introduced an 
amendment to prohibit the CIA from engaging in 
" dirty tricks" operations not related to in
telligence gathering, thereby forcing the first 
public debate on the hitherto off-limits subject. 

Senator Bayh (D-Ind.) cosponsored the pending 
resolution calling for a Comprehensive Nuclear 
Test Ban Treaty. 

Senator Biden (D-Del.) cosponsored pending 
resolution to halt shipment of nuclear equipment 
and technology abroad until new safeguards can 
be worked out to prevent further spread of 
nuclear weapons. 

Senator Brooke (R-Mass.) sponsored an amend
ment to strike funds for the research and 
development of the so-called counterforce 
strategy, fearing that this srategy ultimately 
lessens the inhibitions on the use of nuclear 
weapons. 

Senator Case (R-N.J.) authored and sponsored 
the law requiring the Administration to submit to 
Congress copies of all Executive Agreements 
made with other nations. 

Senator Clark (D-Iowa) authored and led to 

passage reform of seniority system in the Senate 
by requiring committee chairmanships to be sub
mitted to a secret ballot by senate members. 

Senator Cranston (D-Calif.) sponsored an amend
ment to cut off United States aid to dictatorship 
countries and repressive gove rnments. (pending 
in comm ittee) 

Senator Church (D-Idaho) coauthored the 
famous Cooper-Church Amendment prohibiting 
the return of U.S. ground combat troops to Laos 
and Cambodia. 

Senator Culver (D-Iowa) authored and led to 
passage amendment to assure a closer linkage 
between U.S. foreign policy and the military 
budget, by requiring the Secretary of Defense to 
consult with the Secretary of State and submit a 
detailed report to the appropriate committees 
explaining how U.S. foreign po licy and the 
military budget interrelate. 

Senator Eagleton (D-Mo.) cosponso red 
successful amendment to require the President 
to give Congress an annual report on defense 
expenditures. 

Senator Gravel (D-Aiaska) sponsored ame nd-

ment disallowing the use of military fund s to in
crease U.S. troop divisions abroad . 

Senator Gary Hart (D-Colo.) authored successfu l 
senate amendment to delete all fund s for 
research development and product ion of nerve 
gas weapons. 

Senator Philip Hart (D-Mich.) led the effort to 
stop deployment of the Safeguard ABM System; 
and authored the 1974 Amendments to the 
Freedom of Informat ion Act which al lows 
citizens to review and correct files held by federal 
investigatory agencies. 

Senator Hartke (D-Ind.) authored pending bill 
asking for creat ion of a Department of Peace to 
have equal footing with Departments of Defense 
and State which would coo rdin ate and devise 
means of reducing world conflicts. 

Senator Haskell (D-Colo.) sponsor pending Tax 
Reform Act of 1975 which would end many tax 
loopholes and special interest subsidies. 

Senator Hatfield (R-Ore.) cosponsored the 
celebrated Hatfield-McGovern amendment in 
1970 to cut off all funds for the Vietnam war by a 
set date. 



Senator Hathaway (D-Maine) cosponsored 
amendment to delete funds for first-strike 
capability guidance systems thereby decreasing 
the " hair trigger" on nuclear war. 

Senato r Leahy (D-Vermont) cosponsored pen
ding bill to impose a si x months moratorium of all 
arms sales to the Persian gulf states unless 
otherwise authorized by the Congress and the 
Executive jointly. 

Se nato r Mathias (R-Md.) authored pending 
resolution calling for multilateral reduction of 
existing stock of nuclear weapons; and cospon
sored the pending bill limiting President's use of 
emergency powers to broaden scope of 
Executive authority. 

Senator McGovern (D-S.D.) introduced Defense 
Economic Adjustment Act to facilitate economic 
adjustment of communities, industries, and 
workers who may be seriously affected by reduc
tions in Defense contracts and facilities. 

Senator Metcalf (D-Mont.) cosponsored and led 
to passage Congressional Budget and Impound
ment Control Act of 1974 making it possible to 

determine more effectively the priontres 
between military programs and social programs. 

Senato r Mondale (D-Minn.) introduced pending 
resolution to stop international transfer of 
plutonium separation and uranium enrichment 
facilities overseas until effective international 
safeguards can be devised. 

Senator Moss (D-Utah) cosponsored successful 
amendment to prevent testing of MARV 
warheads on any missile. 

Senator Muskie (D-Maine) led fight as chairman 
of the new Budget Senate Committee in which 
the Senate defeated for the first time in history 
the Military Procurement conference report. 

Senator Ne lson (D-Wisc.) authored and guided to 
passage amendment requiring the Administra
tion to report to Congress any proposed in
dividual arms sales over $25 million to a foreign 
country. 

Senato r Pe ll (D-R.I.) introduced resolution urging 
that U.S. seek agreement with other countries 
banning environmenta l warfare, such as weather 
modification . The resolution contained a model 

30 Senate seats are good -
but not enough. 

draft treaty similar to the one recently initialled in 
Geneva by the U.S. & Russia. 

Se nator Ri bico ff (D-Co nn.) authored . and 
managed the legislation which abolished the 
Atomic Energy Commission (AEC) and 
reorganized its regulatory and promotional ac
tivities into separate independent agencies, and 
which created a high level office in the new 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission to deal with 
domestic and international safeguards problems. 

Senator Schweiker (R-Pe nn.) authored amend
ment for independent audit of major Defense 
contracts thus forcing attention to cost overrun 
factor in Defense Department contracts. 

Senator Ste venson (D-111.) introduced pending 
amendment to bar Export Import Bank assistance 
of sales of nuclear technology and materials to 
nations which are not parties to the Nuclear 
Proliferation Treaty. 

Senator Tunney (D-Calif.) introduced resolution 
in 1975 condemning Turkish invasion of Cyprus 
and proposed arms embargo to Turkey later 
enacted into law. 

We won't stop until we have a majority 
at least 51 Senators. 

Want to help~ 



The '76 Elections Are On. 

Already the Council is looking at 8 critical races 
where your support could make a difference: 

Maryland 
Michigan 

Now, 
right now, 

Pennsylvania 
Arizona 

the timing 
couldn't be better 
to turn back the clock 
and restore the 
"Sweet Voice of Reason". 

Hawaii 
Ohio 

Delaware 
Vermont 
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,. Council J. for a Livable 
World 

Dear Council Supporter, 

April 30 , 1976 

Democratic Congressman John Melcher of Montana is running for the Senate 
seat from which Majority Leader Mike Mansfield is retiring. 

The retirments of Senator Mansfield, Senator Hart of Michigan, and Senator 
Symington of Missouri represent three potentially serious setbacks to our efforts 
to build a progressive and independent Senate . At l east in Montana, we see an 
outstanding opportunity to prevent one such loss . 

Congressman Melcher is one of the most impressive of the younger 
legislators in the House . He now holds the promise of becoming a great addition 
to the Senate . An outline of hiE' accomplishments is provided in the enclosed 
profile, which we hope you will keep for future reference with the other profiles 
you received earlier . 

In an election year when our mailings are focused on the Senate campaigns 
it is easy to overlook the ongoing activities of the Council's l egis lative program . 
One major area of Council concern is the nuclear cruise missile, a newcomer to 
the strategic arsenal . The cruise missile has been billed by the Administration 
as yet another bargaining chip for the SALT talks, but as with previous ' bargaining 
chips ' it is far more than that . It is inexpensive by comparison with other strategic 
weapons and easily concealed from the satellites which monitor mutually agreed 
levels of ballistic deployment. The cruise missile can operate at an altitude below 
the current capacity of radar to detect and can employ a terminal guidance system 
whi ch assures an accuracy within 50-100 feet of the intended target . 

These characteristics threaten to undo previous efforts to negotiate a limit 
on the number of offensive strategic weapons deployed by the u.s . and U. S . S . R . 
They also offer a cheap and effective delivery system to countries which may 
acquire nuclear war heads but lack the technology to develop a ballistic system . 
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Recently the Council held a seminar on the cruise missile. Hosted by 
Foreign Relations Committee Chairman Senator John Sparkman (D -Ala) and 
ranking minority member Senator Clifford Case (R - ll.J .), the seminar was 
attended by twenty-five Senators and by selected staff members from House 
and Senate Committees. Dr. Harold Brown, President of Cal Tech and former 
Secretary o f the Air Force, spoke on the nuclear cruise missile, its impact on 
the arms race and problems of verification if the cruise missile is to be subject 
to a general, negotiated limit on offensive strategic weapons. 

The active participation of Senators in the lively discussion which followed 
Dr. Brown's presentation demonstrated the valuable role which accurate and 
timely information can play in the legislative process. We were especially 
encouraged by the number of Senators attending who had had no previous contact 
with the Council. 

In this letter we are asking your support for John Melcher in Montana and 
for the Council's ongoing activities in Washington. 

Unless you have a preference to the contrary, please make your check pay
able to Melcher for Senate if your last name begins with one of the letters L - Z. 
If your last name begins with one of the letters A - K, please make your contribution 
to the Council for a Livable World . 

Sincerely, 

]) . 
~ 

William Doering 
President 



In Vermont two term Democratic Governor 
Tom Salmon is challenging incumbent 
Republican Senator Robert Stafford. The race is 
currently rated a toss-up and is likely to be 
decided by a narrow margin. 

Tom Salmon was raised in Massachusetts 
where he attended Boston University and 
Boston University Law School. In 1958 he 
moved to Vermont , settling in Bellows Falls 
where he practiced law. In 1965 he was elected 
to the Vermont House of Representatives. He 
served four terms in the legislature and in 1969 
was elected House Minority Leader and Chair
man of the Judiciary Committee. 

In 1972 Tom Salmon was elected governor. 
During two terms his administration has been 
characterized by sustained efforts to protect 
Vermont's unique environment. As part of that 
effort a gains tax was imposed on profits from 
land speculation and the proceeds used to help 
fund a tax rebate for elderly homeowners. Effec
tive non-returnable bottle and container legisla
tion was passed. Save for a few stragglers from 
the past Vermont is now a state without 
billboards . 

Among his fellow governors Tom Salmon is 
especially respected for his efforts in the area of 
energy, a critical issue in New England where 
energy costs exceed the national average by 30 
percent. He was selected by the National 

A G 

"When we speak of foreign policy, we must start 
with the notion that we are but one planet with 
one environment, which must be preserved and 
protected. We are human beings before we are 
Americans, or Russians, or Africans. It is as 
human beings that we must all face the problems 
of terrorism, nuclear proliferation, pollution and 
an overcrowded world which is running out of 
resources, and food, and time." 

Governor's Conference to head the Committee 
on Natural Resources and the Environment. 

Commenting on the work of that Committee , 
Governor Lamm of Colorado wrote: "We have 
come a great way [toward] seeing that federal 
energy programs are responsive to our people 
in each of the fifty states. This is due primarily 
to your personal grasp of national energy 
programs and your ability to exert a quality of 
national leadership ." Governor Anderson of 
Minnesota commented : "What has most im
pressed your colleagues in the National Gover
nors' Conference is your courageous 
willingness to involve your Committee . .. in 
some of the toughest issues of our time. " 

Of more immediate concern to the Council is 
a recent campa ign address by Governor 
Salmon on foreign policy excerpted for relevant 
passages. 

"We tend to respond automatically and , at 
times, to interject ourselves into situations where 
it is not necessarily in our national interest to do 
so. The tragedy of Vietnam stands as a monu
ment to the folly of this traditional approach to 
foreign policy; this inflexible way of looking at 
the world and America 's place in it .. . " 

" I run against this kind of foreign policy; 
against this notion that American must control 
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the course of human events at all times and in all 
places and under all circumstances ... " 

"We need a new internationalism which 
reflects an understanding of the world as it is 
and as we would like it to be . We must recognize 
that the resources of the United States are 
limited and that the leverage they create must be 
used wisely ... . " 

"We must harness all of our resources into an 
integrated foreign policy to promote those 
values of individual liberty, social justice and 
economic opportunity for which we have come 
to be admired throughout the world . .. " 

"To the extent we create a world in wh ich 
these values are cherished , we create a world in 
which Amer ica's security is safe and its 
leadership assured ." 

Salmon's opponent, Senator Robert Stafford , 
is a moderate Republican elected to the Senate 
in 1970. On issues of arms control and a rational 
defense policy Stafford's record is in dis
heartening contrast with his votes in other 
legislative areas . 

He has opposed efforts to defer testinq of 
both the strategic cruise missile and 
maneuverable warheads (MARV) for ballistic 
missiles . He has consistently supported the 
controversial B-1 bomber and the airborne 
warn ing and control system (AWACS). He voted 
no on the Kennedy amendment to dismantle the 
Safeguard ABM site in North Dakota which was 
adopted in the Senate by a vote of 52-47 . 

With so little time remaining we urge you to 
contribute now to Salmon for Vermont. 



The Tennessee Primary: Sasser 
climbs from 4% to 44°/o to win 

On August 5 James Sasser won a startling 
upset in the Tennessee Democratic Senate 
primary. In the general election he faces incum
bent Senator William Brock, who first won elec
tion to the Senate in 1970 by defeating former 
Senator Albert Gore. 

In July the Council became actively involved 
in the Sasser primary campaign with an 
emergency telephone appeal for funds. As in 
the case of Don Riegle in Michigan, it was an in
volvement on our part that we could not foresee 
when we wrote to you in June. 

The story of the Tennessee Democratic 
Senate primary is an interesting one, perhaps 
particularly interesting for those Supporters who 
only now are learning of the Council's involve
ment. 

When Jim Sasser resigned as Democratic 
State Chairman in February this year to prepare 
his campaign , he was widely respected within 
the state party but virtually unknown to the 
voters of Tennessee. Even in late May when he 
formally announced , political polls showed him 
with only 4% support among potential primary 
voters. 

At that time the clear front runner was John J. 
Hooker, a seasoned campaigner and a guber
natorial candidate in two past unsuccessful 
campaigns. Hooker's broad recognition was a 
mixed blessing, as voters were sharply divided 
in their attitudes toward him. The other can-
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"We should learn our lesson from Vietnam, 
and insist that the American people and 
Congress have an active role in the formula
tion of our foreign policy." 

didates in the primary were little known and with 
one exception inadequately funded. 

Sasser's first objective was to establish 
himself as the clear alternative to the front 
runner. Months of active campaigning bore fruit 
in June with endorsements by the Tennessee 
Voters Council , a statewide organization of 
black voters; the state AFL-CIO ; and the 
Ministers Independent Council, an organization 
of black ministers in the greater Memphis area. 
Also in June the Sasser campaign was joined by 
campaign veterans from the presidential 
primaries. 

By July the Tennessee press was describing 
the primary as a two-way race between Hooker, 
still perceived as the front runner, and Jim 
Sasser, now clearly his major opponent. 

In the August 5th primary the returns showed 
Sasser winning with a commanding margin of 
44-31 over Hooker. (The remaining votes were 
scattered among the other five candidates.) 

The Tennessee primary upset, together with 
Don Riegle's primary victory in Michigan, sub
stantially improves the prospect for progressive 
gains in the 1976 Senate races. 

Jim Sasser 
Jim Sasser is a practicing attorney in 

Nashville. In March 1973 he was elected Chair
man of the Tennessee Democratic Party, a posi
tion which he used skillfully to restore the party's 
lagging finances and to begin to bring together a 
heavily factionalized party. During his tenure he 
was widely respected for his fairness and his 
openness. 



Sasser is a former Council supporter, the first 
supporter in the Council's history to emerge as a 
major Senate candidate. He has served as a 
board member of the Nashville Council of 
Christians and Jews, past president of the 
Nashville United Nations Association and 
former Executive Secretary of the Nashville 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

In an endorsement editorial the Chattanooga 
Times wrote that " His bright and warm per
sonality, his thoughtful analyses of today's 
problems and his progress ive attitudes toward 
possible answers by concerted action through 
government where necessary, are bringing him 
wide and appreciative attention ." 

After representatives of the Council's Board 
met with him, there was general agreement that 
Jim Sasser is one of the outstand ing candidates 
whom we have recommended for support . 

William Brock 

Sasser is challenging incumbent Senator 
William Brock. In the United States Senate 
Brock has establ ished a record of uncritical 
support for almost every Pentagon spend ing 
proposal and an unawareness of, if not in 
difference toward , the dangers of the nuclear 
arms race . Although a self-professed fiscal con
servat ive , he opposed deferring procurement 
authorization for the controvers ial B- 1 bomber 
pend ing completion of current test ing and a 
carefu l review of the findings. He supported ef
forts to exempt defense intelligence from the 
jur isd ict ion of the newly created Senate 
Intell igence Committee and voted no on the 
creation of the Committee itself. He was absent 
for the key vote to bar funds tor covert military 
operations in Angola which the Senate ap
proved by a margin of better than two to one . 

These sample votes are representat ive of a 
uniformally dreary record . Even outside the 
areas of immediate Counc il concern it is diff icult 
in the case of Senator Brock to find a redeem ing 
record of votes on any major issue of publ ic 
concern . 

Brock will be a formidable opponent. In a 
press interview Jim Sasser acknowledged that 
Brock "has al l the advantages of be ing an in-

cumbent and takes advantage of them ." He is 
generally considered to have one of the best 
political organizations in recent Tennessee 
political history. 

In a feature article the Washington Star 
described Senator Brock's mailing program to 
Tennessee constituents : 

. . . a sophisticated computer operation wh ich 
cross- references some 2.5 mill ion names culled 
from voter registration rolls, drivers' license lists and 
similar sources with census tract data on income, 
occupation , race , etc. 

'We can pull farmers, teachers, senior citizens, 
blue collar groups - you name it - and target ou r 
mailings pretty precisely,' Brock said. 

The 1970 Senate race , when Brock was first 
elected to the Senate , offers an insight into his 
style of political campaigning . In the same arti
cle the Star recalled: 

He ousted veteran Democrat Albert Gore in 1970 
after a bruising campaign which incorporated all of 
the 'radic-lib ' themes and rhetoric of the Nixon
Agnew political strateg1sts. 

Both N1xon and Agnew, in fact, made multiple 
appearances in the state on Brock's behalf, with 
Billy Graham th rown in for good measure. 

Former Senator Gore 
Remembered 

In the 1970 Senate election, Jim Sasser was 
Senator Gore 's coordinator for the 5th 
Congress ional District. The defeat of Albert 
Gore was very much in his mind when he an
nounced his own cand idacy this year: 

My dec1s1on to wage th1s campaign was made a 
long t1me ago. As I stood with many of you in 
November of 1970. surrounded by the shambles of 
the Democratic Party, I resolved then to help to 
rebuild our great party, and to recaptu re the seat in 
the Un1ted States Senate fo r the people of 
Tennessee. 

Jim Sasser has come a long way toward 
fulfilli ng his resolve , but the toughest battle lies 
ahead . Council Supporters wil l understand the 
importance of one seat in the Un ited States 
Senate for the people of Tennessee and for the 
country as a whole. We urge you to contribute 
generously to the Jim Sasser for Senate Com 
mittee. 



In the Arizona senate election thirty-nine year 
old Dennis DeConcini is opposed by five-term 
Congressman Sam Steiger. The race is for the 
seat from which Senator Paul Fanin is retiring. 

Dennis DeConcini is a native of Tucson 
where he practiced law for many years . In 1965-
67 he served first as Special Council and then 
Administrative Assistant to former Governor 
Samual Goddard. In 1974 he managed the 
successful campaign of Arizona's present 
Governor, Raul Castro. 

In November, 1972, DeConcini was elected 
Pima County (Tucson) Attorney, a position 
which he held until entering this year 's senate 
race . His outstanding performance as County 
Attorney is reminiscent of the earlier career of 
Vermont's Senator Patrick Leahy who served 
with distinction as Chittendon County 
(Burlington) State's Attorney prior to his election 
to the United States Senate in 1974. 

Particularly in the area of criminal justice 
DeConcini has proven to be an effective and in
novative leader. He initiated a model program 
wherein first-time offenders are allowed to work , 
with the consent of the victim, towards full 
repayment and rehabilitation. The Adult Diver
sion Program has been adopted in many com
munities across the country, because as 
DeConcini notes, the program "has been 95% 
successful in keeping these offenders from 
becoming repeat criminals. It has also allowed 
us to use our manpower more effectively." 

The many people who had hoped to 
nom inate the woman candidate, Carolyn 
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Based on the history of the nuclear arms race 
since World War II there can be no doubt that ef
forts for effective and enforceable arms control 
are long overdue and must be given the utmost 
priority. 

Warner, in the Arizona primary will be particular
ly interested in the DeConcini record . A strong 
advocate of the equal rights amendment, 
DeConcini put his convictions into practice in 
the County Attorney's office. Six women were 
employed as deputy prosecutors where there 
had been none when he was elected . Now three 
of six divisions of that office are headed by 
women , and at all levels the pay scales are com
parable with men. 

On current defense posture DeConcini 
argues that "no responsible person will question 
the need for a strong defense, but we have 
every reason to question the assumption that a 
continued escalation in armaments, based on 
numbers alone , is any real guarantee of security 
at all." 

In the September 7 primary DeConcini 
defeated his two opponents easily , winning 53% 
of the total vote. 

His opponent in the general election, five
term Congressman Sam Steiger, has earned the 
reputation of a blunt, if somewhat unpredictable 
spokesman for conservative causes . In an arti
cle on the Arizona senate race the New York 
Times noted that "Steiger is disliked intensely by 
environmental groups because of his opposition 
to strip-mining bills and his financial support 
from coal companies." 

On legislation of immediate interest to the 
Council Steiger's record has been consistently 
negative over the years. In 1976, perhaps due to 
the pressures of campaigning, he was absent 



for five key votes, although "paired against" on 
two. In 1975 he missed five of eight key votes, 
voting no on the other three occasions. 

Steiger narrowly defeated his primary oppo
nent John Conlan in a contest which Arizona 
Republicans freely acknowledge was one of the 
bitterest in the state's political history. It is also 
focused on one of the more bizarre episodes in 
this year's congressional races. Reporting a 
comment of John Conlan that "Sam has too 
many skeletons in his closet to win against the 
Democrats, "the Washington Post continued: 

Those skeletons mclude the bones of two tame 
burros Ste1ger shot and killed last year. Steiger 
frequently has been asked to explain the mcident. 
Often . he suspects, by persons planted by Conlan . 

He repl1es the burros were attacking him and he 
shot in sel f-defense . 

However, the burro killings issue assumed renewed 
v1gor earl1er lh1s month when a state investigation. 
m1t1ated at lhe request of the burros' owner, diS
closed that both "attacking burros" were actually 
shot from the rear. 

" I may have a great career 1n the Congress and pass 
all kinds of bills to save America. and I'll always be 
remembered as the guy who shot the burros," 
Ste1ger sa1d. 

Despite the bitterness of Republican feuding 
in the primary, Dennis DeConcini faces a dif
ficult challenge in the general election. Arizona 
meets traditional Counc il criteria completely. It is 
a small state , the need for financial support is 
acute and there is a sharp distinction between 
the two nominees. 

We urge you to contribute generously to De
Concini for Senate Committee. 

Please save this profile until November 2nd. We will refer to it in future mailings. 



In the Pennsylvania senate election 
Democratic Congressman William Green is op
posed by Republican Congressman John Heinz 
Ill . Their race for the seat from which 
Republican Minority Leader Hugh Scott is 
retiring is expected to be decided by a narrow 
margin . 

Bill Green was first elected to the House in 
1964 to fill the seat left vacant by his father's 
death . He soon found himself at odds with 
Philadelphia's Democratic machine. In 1968 he 
backed Robert Kennedy while the Democratic 
City Committee endorsed Hubert Humphrey. In 
1971 , the split became final when Green filed in 
the mayor's race against the hard-line Police 
Commissioner Frank Rizzo, the hand picked 
cand idate of the Democratic chieftains . The 
Congressman waged a vigorous and hard 
fought campaign, but lost the Democratic 
primary. 

In retribution for running against the machine , 
his House district was decimated, and he was 
forced to run for reelection in 1972 against an 
eleven term machine-backed incumbent. Green 
carried the district with 58% of the vote . The win 
proved decisive, and in the next primary he was 
unopposed . These battles with the Philadelphia 
machine marked a turning point in Bill Green's 
career. 

With impressive seniority on the Ways and 
Means Committee despite his young age he 
might have quietly bided his time and inherited 
the powerful chairmanship from his elders, but 
in 197 4 he challenged then Chairman Wilbur D. 
Mills (D-Ark) on the perennial issue of the oil 
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"Our foreign policy can't be pursued in secret 
with our leaders anticipating our acquiescence in 
the name of patriotism." 

depletion allowance. When he lost his fight in 
committee, he took it to the Democratic Caucus, 
the first member of the House to invoke 
successfully a new rule whereby a majority in 
the Caucus was able to force a floor vote. Mills 
stalled the measure until too late to act upon it , 
but in 1975 Green once more brought the issue 
to the Caucus and this time despite the opposi
tion of Speaker Carl Albert (D-Okla) and the 
new Ways and Means Chairman AI Ullman (D
Ore) the issue was brought to the floor. 

On February 27, 1975, the House voted 248-
163 to repeat the oil depletion allowance, the 
first time in fifty years that the powerful oil lobby 
had been unable to prevent a straight up-or
down vote on the House floor. 

On issues of immediate concern to the Coun
cil, Bill Green's record is outstanding . He was 
the first Pennsylvania Congressman to oppose 
the Vietnam War. For three years, in 1971-3, he 
joined a minority of his colleagues in voting 
against the military appropriation authorization 
bill in protest at the inflated level of funding set 
by Appropriation's hard-line Subcommittee on 
Defense. In 1975 he voted to delete funds for 
binary nerve gas production , to require dis
closure of CIA funding and to prohibit flight 
testing of maneuverable reentry vehicles. He 
voted against the B-1 bomber and funds in 
excess of President Ford 's request for the F-111 
fighter. 

Green's opponent is U.S . Rep. John Heinz Ill, 
an heir to the soup fortune. He is a moderate 
Republican who was first elected to Congress in 
1971. 



On issues of arms control and a rational 
defense policy , as so often with moderate 
Republicans , the Heinz record is in dis
heartening contrast with his votes in other 
leg islative areas. 

He opposed deferment of funding for the 
AWACS command and control aircraft pending 
NATO endorsement of the project, and also op
posed deferment of funding for the 8-1 pending 
further testing of the controversial bomber. He 
voted no on the Leggett Amendment to prohibit 
flight testing of the maneuverable reentry vehicle 
(MARV) on ballistic missile systems, and was 

opposed to the Long Amendment to provide 
adequate safeguards on the export of nuclear 
fuels and techno logy to non-nuc lear countries 
with the potential to develop nuclear weapons. 

The Pennsylvania senate race is expected to 
be close, and adequate funding will be critical 
for Bill Green's campaign . Heinz is expected to 
spend lavishly from his personal fortune . In the 
senate primary the records show an expenditure 
of $586 ,000 from his own funds . 

We urge you to contribute generously to the 
Green tor Senate Committee. 

Please save this profile until November 2nd. We will refer to it in future mailings. 



The 1976 Oh io senate race between former 
Senator Howard Metzenbaum and incumbent 
Senator Robert Taft is a rematch of the Senate 
election six years ago. Senator Taft won the 
1970 race by the narrow margin of 51 - 49. Th is 
year, the election promises to be a close one 
again. 

The Cleveland Plain Dealer in a recent art icle 
offers perhaps the best conc ise description of 
the contest. 

. . . the Metzenbaum - Taft campaign could be an 
1r.teresting one, and perhaps an instructive one. 
Both men are straightforward proponents of op
posite points of v1ew - and if they stick to the 
1ssues, they could g1ve the electorate a clear choice. 

Metzenbaum has a great deal to recommend 
himself to the voters who have an awareness of the 
20th century. He is a friend of organized labor and 
has worked hard on its behalf . . . He is not 
enamored of wares; he is extremely skeptical about 
the so-called energy crisis, and he has a genuine 
feelmg for the poor and disenfranchised. 

Taft IS a formidable opponent for Metzenbaum 
... He IS an honest and unhypocnt1cal conservative: 
he believes 1n a large military establishment, and he 
echoes most 1f not all of the traditional GOP views on 
domestic spending . He is a perfectly decent and 
honorable man . 

In January 197 4, Howard Metzenbaum was 
appointed to the senate seat vacated by retiring 
Senator Wi lliam Saxbe. He served as senator 
on ly one year, suffering defeat by former 
astronaut, now Senator John Glenn in the May, 
197 4 Democratic primary. 
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"The foreign policy of this nation is only going to 
be right again when we find a President who un
derstands the need to convince every nation 
throughout the world ... that we are interested in 
human concerns and human values." 

During that one year in the Senate , Metzen
baum estab lished a record wh ich is the best 
guide to what he would do again if elected to the 
Senate this year . He favored the McGovern 
amendment to defer fu ll development fund ing 
for the controversial B-1 bomber pend ing 
further evaluation , and the Mcintyre amendment 
to completely delete research on a counterforce 
capability for strategic missiles pending the 
President's report on progress in arms control 
negotiations with the Soviet Un ion . 

His c o ns iderable ex perience as a 
businessman prompted a close scrutiny of the 
waste in the mil itary . He advocated that defense 
outlays be ta ilored to match actual defense 
needs , and that waste at the Pentagon be 
treated no differently from waste in any other 
government agency or department. Specifically, 
he cited the top heavy rat io of officers to enlisted 
men , cost overruns and the lack of rea list ic cost 
projections by the Pentagon , the adverse ratio 
of support to combat troops, and above all the 
necessity for competitive bidd ing in mili tary 
procurement. Citing a 1967 estimate by former 
Defense Secretary Robert McNamara that fully 
one quarter of military procurement outlays was 
wasted money, Metzenbaum authored an 
amendment requ iring the Pentagon to disclose 
the cases where competitive bidd ing was not 
used in negotiating procurement contracts . 

Wh ile the Amendment was defeated in the 
Senate by the narrow marg in of two votes , 
Metzenbaum in his senate campaign is once 



again stressing the theme of waste in the military 
budget. He has estimated a savings of $15 
bill ion in the military budget through tightened 
procurement procedures and increased ef
fic ienc ies in military management. 

By contrast Senator Taft , an outspoken fiscal 
conservative , has proved to be an uncritical 
supporter of Pentagon spending proposals. In 
1976 he authored an amendment to the 
Defense Procurement Authorizat ion Bill perm it
ting the development of the B-1 bomber even 
before adequate testing and a careful review 

had been completed . Taft opposed creation of 
the new Select Committee on Intelligence and 
sought to deny the Committee jurisdiction over 
intelligence agencies of the Defense Depart
ment. 

Ohio is expected to be a major battleground 
for the presidential candidates. It will also be the 
scene for one of this year's hardest fought 
senate elections. With the race generally rated 
too close to call and with the critical need for ad
ditiona l fund ing , we urge you to contribute to 
Metzenbaum for Senate. 

Please save this profile until November 2nd. We will refer to it in future mailings. 
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J. for a Livable 

World 

September 20, 1976 

Dear Council Supporter, 

Two new candidates have been added to the list of Council endorsed 
candidates for the U.S. Senate -- Dennis DeConcini in Arizona and Howard 
M etzenbaum in Ohio. Each has already won his primary , and each stands 
a good chance of winning in November. 

In this letter we are asking your support for DeConcini and Metzenbaum 
and for Bill Green to whom many of you have already contributed earlier this 
year. 

In the Arizona primary on September 7 Dennis DeConcini won a commanding 
53 percent of the vote over his two opponents . In the general he will face 
Congressman Sam Steiger who captured the Republican nomination by a slender 
margin over Congressman John Conlan. 

In Ohio former Democratic Senator Howard Metzenbaum is in an extremely 
close race with incumbent Republican Senator Robert Taft. Funding is critical 
to the success of the Metzenbaum campaign. 

In Penns ylvania, another race which will be close and hard fought, 
Democrat Bill Green faces Republican opponent, Jo2n Heinz III, who is expected 
to draw heavily upon his famil y fortune to finance his general election campaign. 
Again, adequate funding is critical to the success of the Green campaign. 

More detailed information on these three senate races is provided in the 
enclosed profiles. One obse rvation, however, is appropiate in this letter. 
Traditional Council criteria for support of senate candidates dictates a pre
ference for smaller states where your contributions are usually more effective. 
In this regard, Arizona fits the bill entirely . In both Ohio and Pennsylvania, 
where Council involvement would normally be confined to the primary election, 
the prospect of two close elections and an acute need for funds prompts us to 
urge your support. 

(over) 
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In the 1970 race in Ohio Senator Taft won election over Howard Metzenbaum 
by the narrow margin of 51-49 . This year's race is expected to be decided 
by a similar margin. And in Pennsylvania in 1970 Republican Leader Hugh 
Scott held his seat with only 52 percent of the vote, a surprisingly weak showing. 
For the past three decades Pennsylvania senate elections have been decided by 
a narrow margin, and this year's race is expected to be no exception . 

Seven weeks remain until the elections . Supporters who normally 
apportion a share of their contributions for the presidential campaign should 
be reminded that contributions to presidential candidates are no longer per
mitted under the new law . Additionally , the rigid limitations on individual 
contributions to senate candidates which the law also imposes have created new 
difficulties, especially for non-incumbent candidates . 

We urge you to contribute generously and immediately as recommended on 
the enclosed card. 

With best wishes, 

~ 
Eli J 

("~ .... 



,. Council J. for a Livable 
World 

October 8, 1976 

Dear Council Supporter, 

Three weeks are left until election day . This appeal is a last opportunity to 
affect the outcome of the senatorial campaigns . 

Two challengers are in urgent need of your immediate support . 

They are Jim Sasser of Tennessee, whom you already know , and Governor 
Tom Salmon, the winner of the Democratic nomination in Vermont's September 
14th primary. 

One of the most exceptional candidates to run for the Senate in recent years , 
Jim Sasser has been gaining ground steadily in an uphill fight against heavily 
financed, incumbent Senator Brock. The momentum must be sustained. In a 
race as close as this the outcome can be determined in the crucial final days . Now 
within striking distance, the Sasser campaign requires immediate additional 
financing. 

The second race for which your immediate support is needed is in Vermont, 
a small state offering a clear cut choice . The present incumbent, Republican 
Senator Robert Stafford, has a poor record on Council issues and has appeared 
vulnerable for some time . 

The Council did not recommend early assistance in Vermont, because two 
fine candidates were running against each other in the Democratic primary. Even 
though Governor Tom Salmon won the nomination by a small margin he emerged 
from the contest with few scars and the promise of active support from his 
primary opponent. 

Tom Salmon's campaign against Senator Stafford is winnable, but only if 
the modest budget is funded without delay. The Vermont race offers Council 
Supporters their eighth and possibly most attractive opportunity to make a real 
difference. 
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No other group of politically minded persons is more experienced than 
Council Supporters in delivering financial support on short notice and in 
sufficient amounts. On the strength of that past performance, the Council 
has already pledged substantial support to the Salmon campaign. 

Please write a check today and mail it to the Council office at once. 
There is no time to lose. 

Yours sincerely, 

William Doering 
President 

P .s. Because of the complex reporting requirements of the Federal Election 
Campaign Act, we want to remind supporters who wish to contribute to 
a specific candidate to make your check payable directly to the 
candidate's campaign committee. If you wish to contribue to two 
candidates or to a candidate and the Council, please write separate 
checks. 

...._ , ... 
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